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Tue prcision of Nortn, J., a week ago in Ze S. furnishes 
an additional reason, if any were needed, why a solicitor 
should not by any inadvertence allow himself to be unpro- 

by a certificate. For any period when he is not duly 
qualified he is, as is well known, debarred from recovering 
- his costs, but in Re Jones (L. R. 9 Eq. 63) Lord Romitiy, M.R., 
held that this disability did not prevent the costs from being 
due as a debt. Hence, although under section 26 of the 
Solicitors Act, 18483—the enactment then in force—the solicitor 
was unable to sue for the costs, yet, if the client obtained an 
order for taxation and thereby submitted to pay what was due, 
the costs in question, being a debt, were to be taken into 
account. The principle that a right, though not enforceable by 
action, may exist, cal may be taken advantage of by any means 
not involving the bringing of an action, is well known, and is 
illustrated by the case of a debt under the Statute of Limita- 
tions. But section 12 of the Solicitors Act, 1874, goes somewhat 
further than the earlier enactment, and provides that ‘ no costs, 
fee, reward, or disbursement on account of or in relation to any act 
or proceeding done or taken by any person who acts as a solicitor, 
without being duly qualified so to act, shall be recoverable in any 
action, suit, or matter by any person or persons whomsoever.” 
In Fowler v. Monmouthshire Canal Co. (4 Q. B. D. 334) it was 
held that these last words, ‘‘any person or persons whomso- 
ever,” had the effect of preventing a successful litigant from 
recovering from the other side his costs incurred while his 
solicitor was uncertificated; but there has been hitherto no 
decision shewing that the distinction established by Re Jones 
has been abolished. In Kent v. Ward (70 L. T. 612), where 
section 12 was enforced, the solicitor was suing for his costs, 
and so was clearly within the section. Upon the strict words of 
the section it is perhaps difficult to see why Re Jones should not 
still be applicable. Under the Act of 1874, as under that of 
1843, it 1s the recovery of the costs that is barred, and it is not 
stated expressly that the costs are not to be available as a debt 
inany other way. At the same time it is an undoubted anomaly 
that by the mere form of the procedure upon taxation at the 
instance of a client the solicitor should get costs which the Act 
declares he ought not to have, and the decision in Re 8S. will 
probably be accepted as governing the practice for the future. 





Tue RECENT case of Re Castell & Brown (Limited), before 
Romer, J., shews the danger which debenture-holders run who 
are content to take simply a floating charge upon the real pro- 
perty of a company and to leave the deeds in the possession of 
the company. Debentures were issued by the company pur- 
porting to charge all its property, and the conditions provided 

t the charge was to be a floating security, but so that the 
company was not to be at liberty to create any mortgage or 
charge upon its freehold or leasehold hereditaments in priority 
to the debentures. No legal mortgage of the freehold or lease- 
hold hereditaments was ever made in favour of the shareholders, 
and the title deeds were left in the possession of the company. 
The company deposited them with a bank in order to secure an 
overdraft, and upon the company being wound up a contest for 
org d arose between the bank and the debenture-holders. 

had only an equitable security, and that of the debenture- 
holders was primd facie entitled to priority as being prior in 
date, but the bank relied upon the possession of the title deeds. 
Romer, J., seems to have considered that the mere omission of 
the debenture-holders to withdraw the title deeds from the 
control of the company was negligence sufficient to postpone 
their claim, but it is possible that this view ascribes to mere 
negligence an effect inconsistent with the later cases. Accord- 
ing to the judgment of the Court of Appeal delivered by 
Fay, L.J., in Northern Counties Fire Insurance Co. v. Whipp 
26 Ch. D., at p. 494), negligence in getting or keeping 
eeds is only a ground for postponing a legal mortgagee 
when it is so as to be evidence of a fraudulent 


concurrence in the subsequent disposal of them by the owner. 
The same principle seems to be applicable as regards an equit- 
able mortgagee, and there was no such fraud here. Romer, 
J., however, based his judgment on the analogy of the decision 
Herrick v. Attwood (2 De G. & J. 21). There a mort- 
the deeds to the owner for the purpose of raising a | 
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specific sum, and the owner raised a | 
that the mortgagee must take the risk of the mortgagor exceed- 
ing his authority, and that his mortgage was to be postponed to 
the whole sum raised on the deeds. In the present case Roz, 
J., inferred that, since the security was a floating one, the deeds 
were left with the company in order to enable it to dispose of 
such parts of the property as might be desirable. Hence the 
debenture-holders took the risk of the company exceeding its 
authority and mortgaging the property, notwithstanding the 
express prohibition against mortgaging. This prohibition wag 
effectual only as between the company and the debenture- 
holders. It is interesting to observe that Romer, J., considered 
that the bank were under no duty to inquire as to the existence 
of debentures, and their omission to do so did not affect them 
with notice of the prohibition against mortgaging. The deben- 
ture-holders accordingly were postponed to the bank. 





Tue Decision of Kennepy, J., in Marks v. Frogley and Others 
must have caused a shock to many members of the volunteer 
force. That a sergeant and two privates of a volunteer 
battalion should, by acting in strict accordance with the 
commands of their superior officer, render themselves liable to 
be nulcted in damages at the suit of another member of the 
same battalion is, to say the least of it, surprising. The case 
arose out of an unfortunate accusation of theft made against 
the plaintiff by some of his comrades. The charge was made 
when the battalion in question was taking part in a camp of 
exercise or training at Shorncliffe with other portions of the 
auxiliary and of the regular forces; the camp was at the 
moment in course of breaking up, and the plaintiff’s battalion 
was about to march to the railway station on its journey to 
Hertfordshire, the county to which it belonged. By the order of 
the adjutant and other officers, the plaintiff was kept in the 
custody of the three unsuccessful defendants during the railway 
journey, and afterwards on the march to the neighbouring 
police-station, where he was given over to the police super- 
intendent on the charge of larceny. He was afterwards tried 
and honourably acquitted. The action was for false imprison- 
ment, and the verdict was in favour of the police superintendent, 
but substantial damages were awarded against the three 
volunteer defendants in case the judge should hold them 
liable. This he has done. The defence rested upon several 
sections of the Army Act, 1881. It is clear that, under section 
176 of that Act, volunteers are subject to military law ‘‘ when 
they are being trained or exercised with any portion of the 
regular forces’; and also that, under sections 41 and 45,a 
person under military law, when charged with such an offence 
as larceny, may be ordered into arrest by any officer and kept 
in custody with a view to his case being investigated by the 
proper military authority ; and a non-commissioned officer is, by 
the section last referred to, prohibited from refusing to receive 
and keep in custody such a person upon the order of his superior 
officer. Section 158, upon which also reliance was placed on 
behalf of these defendants, provides that ‘‘where an offence 
under this Act- has been committed by any person while 
subject to military law, such person may be taken into and kept 
in military custody and tried and punished for such offence,” 
although he or his battalion has ceased to be subject to military 
aw. 





APPLYING THESE sections to the facts of this case, the 
learned judge held, first, that the parties concerned were sub- 
ject to military law until their departure from Shorncliffe 
station, or, at all events, until they left the camp itself, and 
that therefore the order of the adjutant, so far as it related to 





went on to hold that the plaintiff and defendants ceas 
y law, and 


subject to m 
oii 
5d to accede to the 


rete abi j y B p e 

argument that the training, and therefore the subjection to 
military law, continued until the dismissal of the volunteers on 
arriving at their respective destinations on their return from the 


camp. The result seems to be that volunteers who receive an 
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order which is properly given to them and which they are bound 
toobey while under military law, must, as soon as they cease to 
be subject to that law (a moment of time which would generally 
be very difficult to determine), either disregard that order or run 
the risk of incurring heavy liability at the suit of the person 
aggrieved by the ey out of the order. The defence, 
based on section 158, was demolished by the learned judge as 
applying (as the language used does in strictness apply) only 
ale an offence had actually been committed, not p es 
merely ; and he expressed the opinion that, even if it had been 
worded so as to apply to a person charged, it would not have 
justified his being kept in custody during a railway journey in 
order to his being handed over to the civil authority in a 
distant county instead of being tried by court-martial. The 
last line of defence of the volunteers was also carried by the 
learned judge; this was that the order of the adjutant was, if 
illegal, not obviously illegal, and that the defendants ought not 
to be held liable for obeying it; this defence, it was decided, 
was of no avail to protect the defendants from the consequences 
of their acts done while not under military law. In so holding 
Mr. Justice Kznnepy relied on the decisions of Witxzs, J., in 
Keighley v. Bell (4 ¥. & F. 763), and Dawkins v. Lord Rokeby (1b. 
806). In the former case that learned judge laid it down that 
‘a soldier acting honestly in the discharge of his duty—that is, 
acting in obedience to the orders of his commanding officers— 
is not liable for what he does, unless it be shewn that the 
orders were such as were obviously illegal.” This principle is 
unquestionable, but it may be doubted whether it covers such 
a case as the present. Wrtxs, J., had not to deal with 
questions as to the effect of a change, during the carrying 
out of the order, of the status of the parties concerned from 
military to civil, which renders the present case so difficult and 
so interesting. 





THERE SEEMS to be at the present time almcst an epidemic of 
blackmailing, and one can seldom take up a daily newspaper of 
late without seeing a report of some charge of the sort. Of all 
crimes of dishonesty, probably most people will agree that, in 
its worst shape, blackmailing is far the most atrocious. There 
are probably not a few innocent persons in the country who are 
the constant prey of scoundrels of the worst sort, and who keep 
on paying these wretches money rather than run the risk of 
having to face an accusation of which they are guiltless, or of 
having to suffer some other unmerited evil. Such persons, in 
most cases, have to thank their own weakness for their troubles. 
Blackmailers ought to be faced with boldness, and if this is 
done it will seldom be found that they dare carry out their 
threats. Nothing can be gained by making the law more 
stringent, for as it stands it is very severe on this crime. To 
demand any money, either by Jetter or otherwise, by means of 
threats to accuse any person of any serious crime, or of any 
attempt to commit rape or infamous crime, is a felony 
punishable with penal servitude for life, and the maximum 
sentence has been passed more than once. 
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was decided in Steg. v. Tomlinson (43 W. R, 
B. 706), that a person may be convicted of thi 
offence even though the threats are to do something which is 
not a crime, or to accuse of some misconduct which does not 
amount toacrime. As laid down by the Lord Chief Justice, 
any words may constitute a t i uch 
















ior-on him to act as he otherwis6. also 
een held that it is not material whether the accusation be true 
or false; it is an offencé oman m & person by 


threats to accuse him of misconduct of which he is y guilty, 
provided the person threatening has no reasonable claim to the 
money demanded. There are many other severe provisions 
relating to various forms of the offence known as b iling, 
The profits gained from the practice of this horrible crime are 
often very great, and the risk is often comparatively small, 
owing to the great reluctance felt by most e to face an 
accusation even when it is entirely unfounded, still more so 
when there is some atom of foundation. For these reasons it 





is very hard to stamp out the crime in spite of the severity of 
the law, and nothing can avail but a courage and self- 
sacrifice on the part of the victims. 





Acoorpine To the jud, 


t of Kzexewron, J., in 
v. Bode, the parish of i 


enham, ‘in 


have to dispense henceforth with the common bull th 
ed | common boar which, from time immemorial (so the story gor), 
have been provided “‘ for the common use of the kine sows 
of the parishioners for the increase of calves and pigs within the 
sai Originally custom imposed the duty of keeping 
the animals in question upon the of the parish, as the 
owner of the great tithes; but the great tithes now no lo 
exist, and orce the custom is at anend. It is sad to see 
relics of the past fading in this way. The custom to 
have survived various vicissitudes in the ownership of great 


tithes. In 1312 the , and the tithes with it, were 


appropriated by the Priory of ester. This was dissolved ia 
1540, and two years later the and tithes were granted 
to the Dean and Chapter of Rochester. But in 1830 an Inclosure 


Act was passed, and certain lands were allotted to the Dean and 
Chapter in lieu of the great tithes. In 1866 these lands were 
transferred to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners, and in 1881 the 
greater part of them were sold to Henry Bons, the husband of | 
the defendant. He died in 1892, having devised the lands to the 
defendant. Tce Mr. Bopz was content to comply with 
the custom, and it may be inferred that in his time there was no 
falling off in the increase of calves and in Haddenham 
parish. But the defendant has refused to pay the same 

to antiquity, and has withdrawn the common bull and the 
common boar. To the claim’ for damages she avers that there 
is, and always has been, a sufficient supply of bulls and boars 
in the parish and in the ad@joinin i and that the 
parishioners are not in fact damnified. But for the Inclosure 
Act of 1830 she might very possibly have found the custom 
too strong for her. The custom, however, assuming it to 
have been established, was a charge upon the great tithes, 
and the great tithes are gone. The section of the Act 
which exchanged them for land said nothing of the custom, and 
Mr. Justice Kzxewicu holds that the lands were taken custom 
free. Moreover, Mr. Bopr was not the purchaser of the whole 
of the lands, and it is not clear that, even if the custom were 
still existent and attached to the lands, it would run upon a 
severance with each part of them. Henceforth the custom will 
live only in the report of the decision which sanctions its 
extinction. 





Tue case of the will of Mr, Sroxzs, who was killed, 
January, 1895, in the o Free State, raises a question 
considerable interest. He made two wills, one in 1891 
the other in 1894. The second will was a holograph will 
in the Congo Free State, and it was admitted that, according 

ian law, it was duly executed. Under 24 & 25 oe. 1 
a will made out of the United Ki by a British subj 
as regards personal estate, to be to be well executed 
purpose of being admitted to probate in England if 
“ according to the forms required either by the law of th 
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where the same was made or by the law of the place 
testator’s domicile.” In the case Mr. Sroxes was 
domiciled in England, and the lore the will of 1894 could only 
be supported if it was made according to the ne st Se a 
Free State. Unfortunately the King of bey se pa is 
er authority in the 8 has not yet any special 
mode of making wills, and it neh oupene Cee eny Sere 
indigenous to the soil. There is, however, a general decreed 
by an ordinance of May, 1886, that, in the absence of any special 
provision, matters are to be governed by local custom or by the 
eneral principles of law and equity. There no local custom, 
e court was thrown back upon inciples of law and equity ; 
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will being good by Belgian law, was also good by the law of 
the Con State, and was therefore well executed under 
24 & 25 Vict. c. 114. Hence it prevailed over the will of 1891. 








THE APPLICATION OF THE LAND TRANSFER ACT 
TO LONDON. 


Two rather important matters in connection with the proposed 
application of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to London have 
occurred during the past week. In the first place, it appears 
that, in consequence of Mr. Gzpar’s having called the attention 
of the Lord Chancellor to the breach of faith involved in 
sending the draft order to the London County Council before 
the Ist of January last, Lord Hatssury has intimated that 
“the Privy Council will not carry any order into effect without 
the most careful consideration of any representation by the 
London County Council made within three months from the 
commencement of the Act, notwithstanding that, technically, 
the locus standi of the Council will terminate on the 26th of 
February.” As the present county council are to come to a 
decision on the matter on the 15th of February, this is not 
much of a boon. It is not very likely that the new county 
council will reverse a decision of their predecessors, but the 
extension of time may enable them to do so if they think fit. 
The other matter is the report presented by the General Pur- 
poses Committee of the London County Council, which we print 
elsewhere in full. As we all know, the committee applied to the 
metropolitan vestries and district boards, and also to seventeen 
railway companies, the Incorporated Law Society, the Institute 
of Bankers, the Building Societies Association, the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, and two or three large estate owners in the 
metropolis, asking them to state their views on the question of 
the Land Transfer Act being em to London. Out of the 
vestries and district boards who have replied, there are twelve 
in favour of the application of the Act, and twenty-one against 
it. Eight London building societies, and apparently Mr. B. G. 
Laxe and Mr. Rusensrety, have, on their own initative, sent in 
petitions and letters to the Council, and upon the whole of the 
communications received by them, the result is that only the 
twelve vestries and dstrict boards above mentioned and Mr. B. 
G. Laxg are in favour of the Act being applied to London, while 
no fewer than forty-four are against its application to London. 
The bodies dissenting comprize, as already stated, twenty-one 
vestries and district boards ; also eight great railway companies, 
the Institute of Bankers, the Building Societies Association, the 
Auctioneers’ Institute, the Incorporated Law Society, eight 
land or building societies, and last, not least, the Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners. The weight of authority, as well as of num- 
bers, was clearly against the application of the Act; and it 
would be ridiculous to pretend that all these dissentient bodies 
could be stimulated to opposition by solicitors. The Ecclesiastical 
Commissioners, for instance, can hardly be supposed to be a 


. body very amenable to influence; yet they strongly deprecated 


the application of the Act to London on the grounds of the 
expense and delay which it would occasion, and of the impedi- 
ments which compulsory registration would probably throw in 
the operation of many of the statutes administered by the Oom- 


Here was, therefore, a difficult problem for a committee 
which presumably wanted to report in favour of the application 
of the Act. They had asked advice, and had been favoured 
with an overwhelming expression of opinion against its applica- 
tion. What was to bedone? The happy thought-appears to 
have occurred to the committee to aealy to the authorities to 
furnish them with a handle, in the shape of some concession, 
@ application of the 
Act. © es Bo a reply stating that the intention was that the 
order sh be made to take effect ‘‘ progressively according to 
a division of the county (i.¢., the county of London) into con- 
venient areas not less than four in number,” the first area to be 
selected with a view to the utilization of the existing Land 
Registry Office in Lincoln’s-inn-fields as the land eer | of the 

ill afford 


them “such an opportunity as the county council a to 
desire of estimating the value of the we a it proesele, and 
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of watching erally the progress of the Act.” If this 
has any meaning, it would appear that the first Order in 
Council is to be restricted to the small district suggested, and 
that the county council are to have the no of hese 
any further extension of the district. this is so, there wi 
be a fairly reasonable compromise. But it must be remembered 
that the Order in Council hog rye rae nr ag to the 
county council proposes to apply the Act to the whole of London, 
and that, if this order is nde he by the county council within 
the period prescribed, the Land Registry will be left free to 
extend its operations over the whole county of London when 
and as it likes, and whether such operations are successful or 
not. 

The committee have declined to advise the council to veto 
the application of the Act to London, and have recommended 
that a meeting of the council should be fixed for the 15th of 
February to consider the question of the application of the Act 
to London. It is significant that, in adopting this recommen- 
dation, the council directed a copy of the committee’s report to 
be forwarded to the Land Registry for observations, and a copy of 
the observations of the Land Registry to sae oe on the agenda 
for the special meeting. Every effort should be now directed to 
securing that the progressive taking effect of the order shall be 
made a reality; the first order assented to by the London 
County Council being for the first of the four districts only. . 
We are sorry to say, however, that we do not believe the 
Land Registry have the — intention of allowing their 
hands to be thus fettered unless they see there is no other way 
of getting hold of London. 





DISCLAIMER OF LEASEHOLD PROPERTY IN 
BANKRUPTCY. 


I 


In spite of the poe certainty introduced into the system of 
the disclaimer of leaseholds by section 55 of the Bankruptcy 
Act, 1883, the subject is one in which questions of difficulty 
still from time to time arise. The general principles of the 
system as now established can be very shortly stated. When- 
ever any part of the property of a bankrupt consists of lease- 





holds burdened with onerous covenants, the trustee, =a: | 


standing that he endeavoured ta sell or has taken possession 
0 > Property, or ex ro act of ownership in relation to 
it, may wi twelye months of his appointment disclaim the 


property by writing signed by him. The effect of the disclaimer 
fs to determine pS - its date the rights, interests, and 
liabilities of the pt an property in respect of the 
property disclaimed, and to disc the trustee from all per- 
sonal liability as from the date when the property vested in 
him ; but, save for effectuating these purposes, it does not affect 
= rights <a .* any ge ay Rn re 
right to disclaim is not, however, absolute. ene e 
= i l ‘the court, and this ivee-the court 
the opportunity of imposing rms as it thinks just asa 
condition of granting the leave. Moreover, if any person 
interested in the property calls upon the trustees to decide 
whether he will disclaim or no, the twelve months’ limit 
is abrogated, and the trustee must give his decision within 
twenty-eight days, or such extended time as shall be 
allowed Borg! court. Failing this, his power to disclaim 
is gone. e difficulty in disclaimer is that the lease is at 
an end as between the bankrupt and his trustee and the 
landlord, and yet there may remain a number of persons whose 
rights must be determined on the assumption that the lease is 
still subsisting. To put an end to this inconvenient state of 
things, the court is enabled to vest the disclaimed property in 
any person entitled thereto, but where such person is an under- 
lessee or a m: by sub-demise, he may be required at the 
same time to take over the liabilities of the pt in respect 
of the pro ; - n injured by the disclaimer is deemed 
a creditor of the b: pt to the extent of the injury, and may 
prove for the same asa debt under the bankruptcy. In con- 
sidering the subject more in detail it will be convenient to 
arrange it under following heads: (1) The position of 





trustee who does not disclaim; (2) the trustee’s right to dis- 
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claim; (8) the effect of disclaimer upon the bankrupt and his 
estate and upon the trustee; (4) the effect of the disclaimer upon 
third persons; (5) leave to im; (6) application to the 
trustee to decide as to disclaimer; (7) vesting orders; and (8) 
proof for injury done by the disclaimer. 

1. The position of a trustee who does not disclaim.—A trustee in 
bankruptcy has the power of disclaiming, but subject to this 
power the leaseholds of the bankrupt vest in him absolutely 
under section 55 of the Act of 1883, and this result does not in 
any way ‘~ e upon his election to take them (Wilson v. 
Wallani, 5 Ex. D, 155; Titterton v. Cooper, 9 Q. B. D. 473). 
Consequently the trustee, as an assign of the lease, is personally 
liable under the lease as from the date when the lease vests in 
him—that is, as from the date of his appointment; and from 
that date he is liable for rent accruing due and for breaches of 
covenant, though not for rent accrued due or breaches com- 
mitted before his appointment (Wilson v. Wallani; Titterton v. 
Cooper). His liability can be terminated, however, as in the 
case of any other assignee, by assigning the premises over (see 
Wilkins v. Fry, 1 Mer. p. 265). And, provided the assignment 
is a real one, he may assign to a pauper for the express purpose 
of ridding himself of liability (Hopkinson v. Lovering, 11 
Q. B. D. 92; Onslow v. Corrie, 2 Madd. 330). It makes no 
difference that the lease contains a covenant against assigning 
without licence (Re Johnson, 70 L. T. 381). A release of the 
trustee under section 82 of the Act will secure him against an 
claim made by the lessor in the bankruptcy, but will, 
apparently, be no protection against claims prosecuted in any 
other jurisdiction (Zz parte Carter, 8 Ch. D. 731). But the 
trustee is entitled to indemnity out of the estate of the bank- 
rupt (Lowrey v. Barker, 5 Ex. D., p. 178). 

2. The trustee’s right to disclaim —The trustee’s right to 
disclaim is not limited to such property of the bankrupt as is 
divisible among creditors under section 44. The word ‘ pro- 

” in section 55 is to be taken in the wider sense given 
to it in the definition clause (section 168), and it includes, 
therefore, property of the bankrupt from which no benefit can 
accrue to him, as property which he has already contracted to 
sell. Hence leaseholds which have been so sold can be dis- 
claimed if the purchaser assents (Re Maughan,14 Q. B. D. 956), 
though, if he does not, it seems that the trustee must carry out the 
contract and assign to him upon his giving a proper indemnity 
(Ex parte Edmonds, 48 L. T.77). If the bankrupt has assigned 
the property by way of mortgage, the trustee is not liable on 
the covenants either by privity of contract or of estate; conse- 
quently the equity of redemption is not ‘‘ property burdened 
with onerous covenants” within section 55, and the trustee 
cannot disclaim it (Re Gee, 24 Q. B. D. 65; though see Re 
Wilson, 18 Eq. 186). The provisions of section 55 are “ pro- 
visions relating to the remedies against the property of a 
debtor ” within section 150, so as to be binding on the Crown, 
and hence the trustee can disclaim a Orown (Re Thomas, 
21 Q. B. D. 380). The trustee may disclaim, notwithstanding 
that the lease has been determined by expiration of time or by 
forfeiture between his appointment and the execution of the 
disclaimer, and, perhaps, also where it had been determined 
before his appointment (Zz parte Dyke, 22 C.D. 410). The 
Bankruptcy Act, 1869, required that the trustee should disclaim 
“by writing under his hand,” and upon this it was held that 
the disclaimer must be signed by the trustee personally ( Wilson 
v. Wallani, supra). The Act of 1883 requires the disclaimer to 
be “ by writing signed by him,” and whatever may have been 
the case formerly, it seems clear that upon the latter words, 
since there is nothing in the section specially necessitating 
personal signature, signature by an agent will do (Re Whitley 
Partners, 32 Ch. D. 337). 

3. The effect of the disclaimer-upon the bankrupt and his estate 
and upon the trustee-—By the express words of section 55 the 
disclaimer operates to determine, as from the date of the dis- 
claimer, the rights, interests, and liabilities of the bankrupt and 
his property in or in respect of the property disclaimed, and it 
also discharges the trustee from all liability in respect 
of the p disclaimed as from thé date when the property 
vested in him. Under the disclaimer the trustee gives up to the 
lessor the entirety of the property com in the demise; and 


hence, if land and chattels are leased at an entire rent, the 





whole goes back to the lessor, and the trustee cannot retain the 
chattels under the reputed ownership clause (Zz parte Allen, 20 
Ch. D. 341). Since the disclaimer puts an end to the lease so 
far as the bankrupt and his estate are concerned, it follows that 
the trustee cannot take advantage of any provisions relating to 
the determination of the tenancy (x parte Dyke, 22 Oh. D. 
410); thus if the lease provides for the removal of trade build- 
ings and machinery, this provision is gone and the trustee can- 
not remove them (Zz parte Glegg, 19 0. D. 7). It has been held, 
however, that the trustee cannot rely upon the disclaimer as 
justifying acts which are forbidden by the tenancy; hence, 
where, in violation of the custom of the country, he removed 
hay from a farm and then disclaimed, the ord recovered 
damages against him (Schofield v. Hincks, 58 L. J. Q. B. 147). 
Apart from such special considerations, the disclaimer relieves 
the trustee of all liability (Zx parte Allen, 20 Oh. D. 341), and 
he is not liable to pay rent to the landlord in respect of his 
occupation prior to the disclaimer, either as assignee, or on an 
implied contract of tenancy, or as tres r (Lowrey v. Barker, 
supra; Gabriel v. Blankenstern, 13 Q. B. D. 634). It may be 
mentioned that where a sum becomes due from the landlord to 
the tenant for allowances at the determination of the tenancy, 
the landlord cannot, as against the trustee, set off arrears of 
rent accrued due before the bankruptey (4Woway v. Steere, 10 
Q. B. D. 22; Ex parte Dyke, 22 Ch. D. 410); unless, indeed, by 
the custom of the country, the landlord pays only the amount of 
the valuation less arrears of rent (Re Wilson, 62 L. J. Q. B. 
628). 

4. The effect of the disclaimer upon the rights and liabilities of 


third persons.—Under the gr ae | Act, 1869, no provision 
was made with regard to the effect of the disclaimer upon the 
interests and liabilities of third persons. Section 23 provided 
that the lease should be deemed to have been surrendered at the 
date of the disclaimer, but the question of what relations were 
then to exist between the lessor and a sub-lessee of the bank- 
rupt was left undetermined. In Smalley v. Hardinge (29 W. BR, 
554, 7 Q. B. D. 524) the surrender was treated as an actual one. 
Hence it put an end to the rights of the lessor under it, though 
by 8 & 9 Vict. c. 106, s. 9, his reversion became the reversior 
expectant on the sub-lease, and h ghti 
#46}-the Court of Appes “supvender a6: taashly 
446)-the Court o © surrender as 
fictitious, and bistted’ te effect to the relief of the bank- 
rupt and his estate and his trustee from liability in respect 
of the property comprised in the lease. Thus as between 
the lessor and the sub-lessee the lease was still subsisting, and 
the lessor was enabled to exercise any rights which not 
depend upon pri 



















vity of contract or of estate between him and 
the sub-lessee. He could therefore distrain for the rent reserved 
by the lease and take advantage of a power of re-entry for 
breach of covenant. The lessee, on the other hand, 
he paid the rent and observed the covenants, was entitled to 
remain in ion. Moreover, where the bankrupt was 
assignee of the lease, the ori lessee remained liable on his 
covenants, notwi i e disclaimer (ili v. Hast and West 
India ~~ Co. bd App. . 448) ; and, mone, f yet = om lessee 
retained his right of action against a surety for 
(Harding v. Preece, 9 Q, B.D. 281). This view of the effect of | 
the Act of 1869 has been in section 55 of 
the Act of 1883, which expressly provides that the disclaimer 
shall not, except so far as is necessary for the purpose of reliev- 


ing = a t and per y - Penge from 
iability, affect the rights ilities of an er person. 
5. Le to disclaim.—Before ing the trustee is, in 


general, bound to get the leave of the court, and the court oe 
impose such terms as @ condition of granting such leave, 
make such orders with to fixtures, tenant’s improvements, ~ 
and other matters 
a opti 
may be prescri 
may disclaim without leave. 
of the Bankruptcy Rules, 1890, as (1) cases where the 

has not sub-let or and (a) the rent is less than 
or (5) the estate is being administered under section ‘ 
Act of 1883, or (c) the lessor does not, upon notice to disclaim §. 
being served upon him, require the matter to be brought before 
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the court; and (2) where the bankrupt has sub-let or mort- 
gaged, and neither the lessor nor the sub-lessee or mortgagee, 
upon notice to disclaim being served upon them, requires the 
matter to be brought before the court. In these cases, since the 


trustee can disclaim without leave, there is no opportunity for | 


terms to be imposed upon him, and hence he cannot be called 
upon to pay rent to the landlord, even though he has been in 
beneficial occupation of the premises for the purpose of the 
bankruptcy (Ze Sandwell, 14 Q. B. D. 960). Where, however, 
the court grants leave to distrain and the trustee’s occupation 
has resulted in benefit to the bankrupt’s estate (Ex parte Jzard, 
23 CO. D. 115; Re Zappert, 1 Morr. 72; Re Brooke, i Morr. 82), 
or even where no actual benefit has resulted, if the occupation 
has been with a view to obtaining such benefit (Hx parte Isher- 
wood, 23 Ch. D., p. 395; Ex parte Arnel, 24 Ch. D. 26; Lx 
parte Good, 13 Q. B. LD. 731), the trustee is required, as a con- 
dition of disclaiming, to pay rent in respect of the occupation. 
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Private Bill Procedure. A Guide to the Procedure upon Private 
Bills, together with Forms, Standing Orders of the House of 
Commons, Condensed Standing Orders of the House of Lords, 
Tables of Fees, Rules, &c. By Cyr Dopp, Q.C., and H. W. W, 
WILBERFORCE, Barrister-at-Law. Eyre & Spottiswoode. Price 7s. 6d 


The Devolution of Real Estate on Death under Part I. of the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, with the Act and Rules, By LEOPOLD GEORGE 
GoRDON Rossins, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


The Rating of Mines and Quarries; being a Short Practical 
Treatise on the Law of Rating generally, and in its special applica- 
tion to Mines, Ironworks, and Quarries. By ARCHIBALD Brown, 


M.A., B.C.L., Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 
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Court of Appeal. 


QUEENSLAND NATIONAL BANK v. PENINSULAR AND ORIENTAL 
STEAM NAVIGATION CO. No. 1. 18th Jan. 


Sure—Buit or Lavine —Imprtiep Warranty—Fir to Carry Particutar 
Caroo. 


Appeal from the judgment of Mathew, J., at the trial of the action 
without a jury: 2 Com. Cas, 228. The action was brought to recover 
£5,000 damages for the loss of a box of 5,000 sovereigns shipped by the 
plaintiffs, under a bill of lading, on the defendants’ steamship Oceana 
from Port Jackeon to be delivered in London. The bill of lading con- 
tained exceptions of (inter alia) loss by robbers or thieves by sea or land, 
defects latent or otherwise in hull or its appurtenances, or from any act, 
neglect, or default whatsoever of the pilot, master, mariners, or other 
servants, or of the agents, of thecompany. ‘The box in question was placed 
by the defendants in the bullion-room in The Oceana. The bullion-room was 
broken open during the voyage and the box was stolen. The plaintiffs, in 
the statement of claim, alleged that there was an implied warranty that 
The Oceana had such a bullion-room as made her a safe and fit vessel for 
the carriage of bullion, and that the construction of the bullion-room was 
so defective that she was not a safe and fit vessel for the carriage of 
bullion. It was ordered that the question whether there was any 
warranty by the defendants under the bill of lading that the room in 
which the bullion was stowed was so constructed as to be reasonably fit to 
resist thieves should be tried before the trial of the action. It was 
assumed for the purpose of the argument that the bullion-room was 
defective, and Mathew, J., in his judgment, said: ‘‘I assume, for the 
p of my decision, that the vessel in question, The Oceana, like others 
of her class, was furnished with a receptacle for bullion and valuables, 
usually called the e-room ; and that the contract in thie bill of lading 
was entered into with the knowledge and upon the footing that this 
receptacle had been provided for the safe ctedings of the gold mentioned 
in bill of lading.’’ Mathew, J., held that there was an implied 
warranty that the bullion-room was so constructed as to be reasonably fit 
to resist thieves. The defendants appealed. 

Tue Covrr (A. L. Swiru, Currry, and Corts, L.JJ.) dismissed the 
, saying that th i acted on the footing that there 

of having a 

f n their opinion 
bullion-room was, at the time when 













frimpiied warran 


sbip started, reasonably fit to resist thieves.—CounseL, Joseph Walton, 
Q.C., and R. M. Bray, Q.U.; J. Lawson Walton, Q.C., and Serution. 
Soxicrrors, Freshfields § Williams ; Waltons, Johnson, Bubb, § Whatton. 


No, 1. 19th Jan. 


Act, 1872, s. 50. 


Ridley, JJ.). An order nisi had been obtained for a writ of certiorari to 
bring up and quash an order made by the licensing justices for the 


spirits, to be consumed off the premises. Laceby was at the time of the 
order the holder of a similar licence in respect of the Five Alls public. 
house, which adjoined No. 2, Abercrombie-street. 


the cellar. 
new licence for the whole of No. 2, Abercrombie-street. By the order 
appealed from, such licence was granted to him subject to the condition 
of his giving up the licence which he had just had renewed for the Five 
Alls. Messrs. i 

the order nisi on the ground that the justices had no jurisdiction to make 


sanctioning the removal of a licence within section 50 of the Licen 
Act, 1872, and the requirements of that section had not been comp) 
with. The Divisional Court made the order absolute. Laceby appealed, 

Tus Court (A. L. Surru, Currry, and Cotzins, L.JJ.) were of opinion 
that this was in substance a case of a removal of a licence, and dis 


Jones. Soxricrrons, W. W. Young § Son; Wellington Taylor ; 
Mossop, § Berney. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 
Re DRINKWATER, DRINKWATER v. FIELD. North, J. 20th Jan. 
Witt—Constrruction—Darte at wich Lecacy PAYABLE, 


Emma Drinkwater, on the 22nd of February, 1894, made her will in the 
following terms, ‘‘ This is the last will and testament of me the under- 
signed Emma Drinkwater. I do hereby give, bequeath, and devise the 
whole of my real and personal estate to my daughter Esther Field for her 
life, and at her death [ desire that it shall be equally divided_am her 
survivin i, save 6x sum of wo hundred pounds) 
whictrT tettre to be given from my estate tomy nephew Walter Driuk- 
water.’’ The testatrix died on the 8th of March, 1894, and the sum- 
mons now adjourned into court raised the question whether the legacy 
to Walter Drinkwater was payable immediately or only upon the death of 
Esther Field, the tenant for life. 7. 

Nortu, J.—If the £200 legacy had been given first there would be no 
question, there would simply be a gift of £200 and a gift of residue 
subject to the legacy. The same result would follow if the estate was 
have come to is equally 
a sum out of the estate ; in each case she refers to her “‘ estate.”’ I think 
that is the true meaning of the way in which the testatrix uses the word. 
If the money had only been payable upon the death of the tenant for life, 
some direction such as the words ‘‘save and except £200,’’ would have 
been added before the direction for the division among the children of 
Esther Field.—Counse., Stanbury-Eardley ; Rowden. ‘So.icrrors, 7. H. 
Philpots, for Leacroft, Birmingham ; Peacock § Goddard, for Burman § Righey, 
Birmingham. ; 

[Reported by G. B. Hamitron, Barrister-at-Law.] - 
AJELLO v. WORSLEY. Stirling, J. 18th Jan. / 


Traper —ApDvertistne Goons at Less TtHan Cost Patce—MAtice. 


This was an action by the plaintiffs, who-were piano manufacturers in 
London, to restrain the defeniant, who was a furnishing contractor at 
Manchester, from advertising the plaintiffs’ pianos for sale without in fact 
having any of them in his possession. The plaintiffs, in the early part of 
1895, supplied the defendant with certain pianos, among which were two 
of a class called in their price lists Britannia Models, and supplied to the 
trade at a cost price of 15 guineas, and one of what was called Class 
6 A, and described as ‘‘an upright grand, iron frame, check action, 
trichord,”’ and was supplied to the trade at a price of £23 10s. In 1896 
the defendant published in the Manchester Evening News an advertisement 
of a great sale of pianos. The advertisement gave particulars of several 
pianos and continued : “‘ New instraments at Worsley’s, a fine upright 
grand by Ajello, iron frame, check action, trichord, prics 15 guineas, or 
15s. per month.” Similar advertisements were also issued in other 
papers. The plaintiffs contended that these advertisements applied to 
their pianos of the Class 6 A, and the object of the action was to restrain 
the continuance of the advertisements. It was proved at the trial that 
the advertisements had injured the plaintiffs’ trade, and also that the 
defendant began to advertise in this way at a time when he had a piano 
of the plaintiffs’, though not of the class advo but of the Britannia 
Model class, in stock, but that he continued to advertise long after this 
piano had been sold, and when he had no pianos of the plaintiffs’ 





[Reported by W. F. Bazar, Barrister-at-Law. | 


manufacture in stock. 


REG. v. THORNTON AND OTHERS (Justices), Er parte LACON & 00, 


Licensinc Acts—Orper Sancrioninc Removat or Licence—GRant oF | 
Licence on ConpiTion or Surrenpenine Otuger Licence—Licensmg J 


This was an appeal from a judgment of a Divisional Court (Cave and 


Wandsworth Division, granting a licence to G. C. Laceby in respect of ~ 
No. 2, Abercrombie-street, Battersea, for the sale of beer, wine, and ~ 


In 1890 the then | 
holder of the licence for the Five Alls had taken a lease of the cellar of ~ 
No. 2, Abercrombie-street, and had obtained an off-licence in respect of ~ 
In 1897 Laceby gave notice of his intention to apply fora 


acon & Co., the reversioners of the Five Alls, obtained : 


the order granting such licence, inasmuch as it was in effect an order 


cf 


the appeal.--CounsgL, Bosangues, Q.C., and J. C. Earle; Lawson Walton, ~ 
Q.C., Foote, Q.C., Bodkin, and Travers Humphreys; Avory and Edwardes 
Corsellis, 


given expressly subject to the legacy. I do not say that the conclusionI © 
clear, but in my opinion the legacy is payable ~ 
immediately. First there is a gift of the estate, and then there is a gift of © 
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Srmaiixc, J.—It is obvious that the owner of any is entitled 
to dispose of it as he may see fit, and either. at a a the legal 
; v. 


motive of the owner so acting cannot be inquired in’ 
p. 149). I further am of opinion that as a 

sell or offer for sale at any price whatsoever goods of which 
owner but which he expects to acquire. the 

Act, 1893, expressly provides that ‘‘ future goods,” i.¢., to 
manufactured or acquired by the seller after the making of 
may form the subject-matter of a contract. If a seller can contract to 
sell future goods, he must be at liberty to offer them for sale, and the 
offer may be made by advertisement or in any other lawful way. Again, 
he is entitled to make the offer at any = he pleases, whether remunera 
tive or not. In all this, however, I assume that the seller is acting 
honestly. If what he does is tainted with fraud he may be guilty of an 
actionable wrong: see Richardson v. Sylvester (22 W. R. 74, L. R. 9 Q. B. 


34). In the present case the plaintiffs in the autumn of 1895 refused to | arisen 


) 
supply the defendant with any of their pianos, and they continued their 
me sf down to the commencement of this action. The defendant 
could not, therefore, have obtained directly from the plaintiffs any 
new pianos, but he might have done so indirectly —_ termis 
which would have enabled him to sell them, not in at a 
profit, but without ruinous loss. If, therefore, the defendant had 
advertised that he was prepared to supply new pianos of the plaintiffs’ 
manufacture of the Britannia Model class he would ave been within 


his rights. It is said, however, that the advertisements contained two 


misrepresentations—first, that the pianos to which they related were 
wrongly described ; and secondly, that they were in the defendants’ 
on at the several dates at which the advertisements appeared. As 
to the first, I have already said that I donot think that the description 
was inaccurate. As to the second, on which most stress was in 
argument, this misrepresentation does not, in my judgment, make the 
advertisement fraudulent ; and in order that a misrepresentation may be 
actionable it must not only be fraudulent but must cause damage to the 
rscn complaining of it. Is, then, the damage caused to the plaintiffs 
y the advertisements attributable to the misrepresentation of fact con- 
tained in them? In my opinion this question must be answered in the 
negative, foran advertisement such as the defendant might legally have 
issued would have been followed by the same consequences roduced 
precisely the same damaging results. No decision in su such an 
action as the present has been cited. The plaintiffs y relied on a 
passage from the judgment of Lord Bowen in the Court of Appeal in 
Mogul Steamship Co. v. McGregor (37 W. R. 756, 23 Q. B. D. 598). Ido 
not think it necessary to inquire whether the view there expressed is in 
any way limited or qualified by Alen v. Flood, because, in my opinion, 
the present case does not fall within those in which damage was ca’ 
by misrepresentation within the meaning of Lord Bowen. He ad 
had in mind the class of cases of which Ratcliffe v. Evans (40 W. R. 
578; 1892, 2 Q. B. 524) is an example—viz., where the defendant had 
intentionally published an untrue statement the plaintiff's 
business, and thereby caused damage to the plaintiff. ere the untrue 
statement relates to the defendant’s own business, and, further, it cannot 
be said to affect the plaintiffs exclusively. I think, for the reasons 
already given, that the damage was not caueed by the misrepreeentation 
contained in the advertisement, and that the action must be dismissed.— 
Counssi, Graham Hastings, Q.O., and John Cutler, Q.O,; Grosvenor Woods, 
Q.C., and Hon. 0. Macnaghten, Q.C. Soxtcrrors, Pritchard, Englefield, ¢ 
Co. ; Ralph Raphael. 
[Reported by J. I. Srrrtixe, Barrister-at-Law.] 


DEUTSCHE NATIONAL BANK v. PAUL. 18th and 


26th Jan. 
Practice—Sgrvice ovr or Jurispicrion—Orvee 11, x. 1 (gs. & @). 


This was a motion to discharge an order which had been made for 
service of the writ on the defendant Ebbeke out of the jurisdiction. The 
writ which had been served was issued by the tiffs against two 
gentlemen named Paul and Farish, who were resident in England, and 
the defendant Ebbeke, who was residentin Bremen. The writ claimed a 
declaration that the plaintiffs were entitled to charge for £6,022 6s. 2d,, 
and interest on six policies of assurance, and also asked for foreclosure and 
further relief. The action arose in the following way: The firm of 
Messrs. Jellings, Blow, & Oo., who carried on business in London, 
applied to the plaintiffs for a credit by a letter of the lst of May, 1890, 
which contaifed the terms of the credit. On this letter the plaintiffs 
advanced Messrs. Jellings, Blow, & Co. £6,022 6s. 2d., and the policies in 
ge were deposited with them by way of security for this sum. 

e 2lst of August, 1894, Messrs. Jellings, Blow, & Co. ch the 
policies in favour of the defendant Ebbeke, subject to the prior charge. 
Subsequently by deed of the 14th of December, 1894, the eame firm 
conveyed all their property to a Mr. Jackson as a trustee for the benefit of 
their creditors. On the 5th of June, 1897, the plaintiffs a 
against Jackson and the defendant Ebbeke claiming the same relief as waz 
asked for in the present action. This writ was ne served on Ebbeke, 
but was served on Jackson, and an 
bank became purchasers of all interest w 
as trustee, and the equity of redemption, j 
Ebbeke’s claim, was conveyed to the defendants Paul 
trustees for and by the direction of the plaintiffs.. That 
pat go and the writ was issued in the present action against Paul, Farish, 

beke, and leave was obtained for service out of the ae ip ae 
This leave was obtained on an affidavit which did not 
pletntitts defendants Paul and Farish were simply trustees 


Stirling, J. 
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parties simply to com: 
and no right‘claimed to be en‘ . 
they should be plaintiffs rather than defendants. 
taken an assignment to themselves instead of 
action would not have fallen with ord. 11, r. 
is necessary for me to come to the 
them as trustees was a mere device to enable 
but in my j mt the action is not properly 
within the m of the ule. The order for service out 
tion must therefore be diecharged. Counss., Grosvenor Moods, 
G. P. Lawrence ; Butcher, Q.0., and Kirby. Soxicrrors, Druces 
Norton, Rose, § Co. : 

[Reported by J. I. Srintine, Barrister-at-Law.) 


MERRY v. POWNALL, Kekewich, J. 25th Jan. 


Banxrurtcy—Vor Luosration ry Serruement—Oosts or Trvusrers or 
Serrtement—Oosts or Banericranres—UnNnecessany Parties. 


A question of costs arose wi the trial of this action. The facts were 
trustee in ht action a 
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as follows: The the 
ge per bedi phere ne fol interest of the bankrupt 
a volun’ settlement executed by the . Originally the trustees 


of the settlement were made sole defendants to the action, but in conee- 


costs the follo cases were referred to: Ex parte (32 W. R. 809, 

26 Oh. D. 510), Ez,parte Russell (30 W. R. 584, 19 Ch. D. 588), 

sw. B16, 80 B. D. 43), and Dutton v. Thompson (31 W. R. 596, 
Kaxewicu, J.—The plaintiff tepresents the creditors of the settlor, and 

those creditors 
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Calcott ; Woodeock, Ryland, ¢ Parker. 
(Reported by R. J. A. Moxrnrsox, Barrister-at-Lew. | 


Re CASTELL & BROWN , Be parte UNION BANK OF LONDON. 
pel J. 26th-Jan. 
Company—Denentunes —Paronrry—Norice—Neciicgnos or Finst Mort- 
GAGEE In Qustopy or Dezps. : 
Adjourned summons. The question in this case was that, of 
betwcn two equitable inamsbeenons. In 1860 the company 
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debentures to the amount of £28,000, each debenture purporting to charge 
all the property of the company whatsoever and wheresoever, both present 
and future, including its ed capital for the time being. One of the 
conditions indorsed was to the effect that the charge was to be a floating 
security, but so that the company was not to be at liberty to create any 
mort, or charge upon its freehold or leasehold hereditaments in 
priority to the debentures. No legal mortgage of the freehold or leasehold 
of the company was ever made to the debenture-holders, and 
title deeds remained in the possession and control of the company. 
The debenture-holders, therefore, were the first equitable incumbrancers 
in point of date. The second was the Union Bank, who in 1892 had 
allowed the company an overdraft on their depositing the title deeds of 
their leasehold | property. This overdraft was paid, but in 1895 a further 
owed, on the company giving a memorandum of equitable 
charge on the deeds, and to execute a legal mortgage. The 
interest on the debentures being in ult, the above action was instituted 
by the debenture-bolders, and in July,. 1896, the usual judgment was 
made for the Senet of a receiver and directing inquires as to 
the charges and their priorities. In April, 1896, the company passed 
resolutions for voluntary liquidation, and in June, 1897, an order was 
made for the continuation of the liquidation under the supervision of the 
court. In Fe , 1897, the was served with notice of judgment 
in the action. At that date the overdraft at the bank amounted to some 
£220. The bank stated that, until served with notice of the judgment, 
they had not had any notice of the company having issued any debentures, 
or that it had created any charge upon the property comprised in the 
deeds deposited with the bank. The company g stated to be insol- 
vent, the bank claimed to havea prior charge for £220 and interest, and to 
retain the deeds until their debt was paid. 

Romar, J., said the question was one of paaty between two equitable 
incumbrancers. The Union Bank, though subsequent in date, claimed 
priority, becaure at the date of its charges it had no notice of the prior 

bentures. It was settled that where the equities of equitable incum- 
brances were in other respects equal, the first in time was entitled to priority. 
The question was whether the bank had not the better equity, and in cases of 
the kind the possession of the deeds had always been treated as a matter of 
greattmportance in determining priority. In his lordship’s opinion, however, 

tions of Kindersley, V.C., in Rice v. Rice (2 Drew, at p. 81), 

and Pearson, J., in Lioyd’s Banking Co. v. Jones (33 W. R. 781, 29 Ch. D., 
p. 229), on that int, if taken- without restriction, went too far, for he 
did t a prior equitable incumbrancer would lose priority 
where, through no fault of his, the deeds had come into the hands of a 
uent incumbrancer. In the present case there did not seem to 

have any negligence on the part of the bank. Finding the deeds 
in the possession of the Nery of it was reasonable that they should 
rely on obtaining a charge from incumbrance. There were no 


— for saying that the bank ought to have assumed that deben- 
had been issued, any more than there were for saying that a 


who found a m r in possession of deeds shewin 
fies fo" be owner ought to e inquiries on the footing that he had 
previously mortgaged. Further, there appeared to be an obvious reason 
why the ee see ion of the deeds notwithstanding 
the issue of the debentures. The debentures only gave a floating charge, 
leaving the company power so long as it was a going concern to deal with 
its property as absolute owner, and his lordship inferred that it was on 
Son ag that the company were allowed to retain possession of the 
; No doubt there was a restriction that the company was not 
to be at liberty to create any m or charge upon its freehold 
and leasehold hereditaments in priority to the debentures, but the 
debenture-holders could not rely on this restriction as against the 
bank taking without notice.~The case came within the principle acted 
uy in Perry Herrick v. Attwood (2 De G. & J.21) and Briggs v. Jones (L. R. 
10 Eq. 92), which was that if @ first mortgagee, even though he had the 
legal estate, authorized the mortgagor to retain the deeds in order that the 
poy og ——_ thereby, as ble owner of the property, be able to 
deal with it, though only to a limited extent, yet if the mortgagor took 
advantage of the deeds so left with him to deal with the property to an 
extent beyond what was authorized, then the mortgagee could not set u 
his charge as against a eo eged for value without notice who c 
under the unauthorized dealing and relied on the deeds and the apparent 
ability of the owner to deal with the property free from incumbrances. 
These cases were between prior legal mortgagees and subsequent equitable 
incumbrancers, and a fortiori the principle applied where the first mort- 
was only equitable. In his lordship’s opinion, therefore, the bank 
@ stronger equity and was entitled to priority. His lordship further 
that the conduct of the debenture-holders would seem to come 
within the cases which have decided, that a first mortgagee, even a legal 
one, who negligently leaves the deeds in the hands of the mortgagor, is 
postponed to a subsequent mo who obtains the deeds without 
notice: Clarke v. Palmer (21 Ch. D. 125) and Northern Counties of England 
Fire Insurance Co. v. Whiop (82 W.R. 626, 26 Ch. D. 482).—Counszt, 
Farwell, Q.0., and E. Ford ; Neville, Q.0., and Gore-Browne. Soxicrrors, 
Pritchard § Sons ; Campbell, Reeves, §& Hooper. 
(Reported by Ratzcu B. Patturorrs, Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Queen’s Bench Division. 
BRUNE v. JAMES. Div. Court. 2lst Jan. 


Country Covrr—Pracricoe—Arrgat—Acrion in Wuicn tHe Dest on 


Damacz pors not Excesp Twenty Pounps—Insuncrion— 
County Oourrs Acr, 1888 (51 & 52 Vier. c. 43), s. 120. 


‘| offered 
and 


and for £2 damages and for in . The learned 

conte judge guve Jolguee for te'piiel with 64. damages, 
SS prayed. The preliminary point was taken, on 

half of the plaintiff, that Pa oe action being an action of tort 
where the damages claimed not exceed £20, and no leave to appeal 
having been given by the learned county courtjudge. The County Courts 
Act, 1888, s. 120, : “Tf any party in any action or matter shall 
be dissatisfied with the determination or direction of the jadge ia point of 
law orequity . . . the aggrieved by the judgment, direction, 
decision, or order of the may appeal from the eame to the 
Oourt . . ; provided always that there shall be no a po 
action of contract or tort . where the debt or damage clai 
does not exceed twenty pounds . . . unless the judge shall thinkit 
reasonable and proper that such appeal should be allowed, and grant 
leave to appeal.’’ It was con ed that the injunction was not @ separate 


4. 
cau on. sdy_tor-the tort, which was tea 


ye *Q. B. D. 491). g 0 ne defen- 
was contended that the claim for an injunction was an os 
matter and that section 120 gave a right of appeal in every case of a t 
in equity, the proviso bein 
damages 





























mited to common law actions where or 
only were claimed. The appeal was only brought against the 
injunction. 

Tus Cover (Day and Lawarancz, JJ.) disallowed the Si. . 

Day, J., said that as the defendant was only aes ng against the 
injunction, and not against the damages, he might proceed with his 
Pw me Howland Roberts ; Duke. Soxicrrors, Layer J 
‘or W. C. Vallance, Ottery St. Mary ; Torr ¢ Co., for Hvery, Honiton 

[Reported by C. G. Witsranam, Barrister-at-Law. } 


ASHWORTH v. WELLS. Div. Court. 18th Jan. 


Country Covrt—Sarz or Orcurp with Warranty—WakrantyY Fatss~ 
Mzasure or Damaces—OCosts—Satz or Goons Acr, 1893 (56 & 57 
Vier. c. 71), s. 53 (2). 


This was an appeal by the plaintiff from a decision of his Honour 
Judge Parry, sitting at the county court at Manchester. The facts were 
these: In 1895 Mr. Wells decided to dispose of his collection of orchids, 
and instructed Mesars. Protheroe & Morris to sell them. Among the lots 
was one described as a e - Acklandiea Alba, which the plaintiff pur- 
chased fortwenty guineas. He cultivated the plant for two years, when 
it bloomed, and produced, instead of a white, a purple flower. The plain- 
tiff thereupon ught an action to gecover damages for breach of 
warranty, and at the trial several orchid growers were called, and gave 
evidence to the effect that a white Cattleya was such a rare flower that its 
value would J nape 4 be from £60 to £150, but that the orchid in question 
was merely the common variety of the Cattleya, worth some 7s. 64. The 
county court judge, while being of opinion that if the orchid in ques- 
tion had in fact been an Alba it would have been at the time of sale worth 
more than £00, held that until the plant had shewn its real nature no 
orchid grower (on the evidence given by the witnesses called) would have 
paid more than twenty guineas for it. As the defendant had paid that 
sum into court, he entered j t for him with costs. Hence the 
plaintiff's appeal. For the appellant, counsel contended that on his own 
——- the county court joleo ought to have entered judgment for the 
plaintiff for £50 with costs; and section 53 (2) of the Sale of Goods Act, 
1893, was referred to, and le v. Raper (E. B. & E. 84) and Peterson v. 
Eyre (13 C. B. 355) were cited and disdtitted. The damages ought not to 
have been co! to the bare value of the plant at the time of sale. If 
the orchid had been divided and sold to other persons the damages might 
have been materially increased. The claim was reduced to £50 in order to 
give the county court jurisdiction to deal with the case. For the defen- 
t it was submitted that the measure of damages awarded by the 
county court judge was right, and that his judgment ought to be 
affirmed. The claim for damages above that sum was based on mere 
speculation. A white Cattleya was so rare, if, indeed, it really one, 
ee for this supposed specimen was the only s' 
of what its market value really was. The plaintiff was perfectly satisfied 
with his — until it flowered, and then, although the defendant had 
pte i je guineas more, he refused to be satis- 
ve damages. Counsel cited, on the measure of 
damages, Clare v. M a(6A. & E. 519, but see footnote there to Coz 
v. Walker, p.523) ant Williams v. Reynolds (6 B. & 8., 495). 
Day, J., in giving judgment, said that very reluctantly, and not with- 
out some hesitation, he had come to the conclusion that the county court 
a had erred in the matter of law, and therefore on 
to him for a new trial. He was not in a position to say what e whi 
Cattleya would be worth if it were discovered ; it was impossible to fix the 
value of a thing which had never been known to exist. In his opinior 
the plaintifi d to recover, not only the mone 
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to be white, 





ndant imi tted b ie as : ted the orc! 
although he had never seen it in bloom, and the warranty was false. 
he had been ordered to pay the costs of the action he could 
a tak ieuaitethoummantet Seeging he eoten. Te 
er the expense ion. e ap 
be allowed with costs, and the case remitted. 
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This was an appeal from a county court. The action was brought for 
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bly £100, certainly more than £20, and if 
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iutiff's claim should not exceed that figure. 7. w 


as 
escription in the catalogue was a warranty that it was an 4/ba, and that 
the warranty WAS hot tres-—Appeal allowed costa. f 
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r shall ; a with 
oint of Counsel for the appellant acked thatthe appeal should carry the costs 
ection, of the action also. 
fig Day, J., said that the appeal being allowed costs followed as a matter 
lela of course. The costs of the action must depend on the result of the new 
hink it trial. Counsel for the defendant said this was a test action, and 
| mee epetons of grass importance to his client. Unless the county court 
ee judge against the expression of opinion of that court as to the 
P { upon which the guantum of damages was to be calculated, his client 
oe would inevitably have to pay the costs of both trials. He pressed, 
sitable ’ therefore, for leave to a . The court decided that leave ‘a 
swelet ought to be granted.—Counsar, C. A. Russell, Q.0., and 7 ; 
lebt or Montague Lush, Soxsctrons, Chester § Co., for Boddington § Ball, Man- 
st the chester; Grundy, Kershaw, Saxon, § Samson, Manchester and on. 
[Reported by Exsxrxz Razrp, Barrister-at-Law.] 
st the itt MILLARD v. WASTALL. Div. Court. 20th Jan. 
th his Z Pustic Heavrxe—Nersance— Brack Smoxe—Norics—Worxs—Pvstic 
Torden, Heautu Act, 1875, 8. 94. 
This was a case stated by justices. The respondent was summoned 
under the Public Health Act, 1875, s. 95, for non-compliance with a 
notice served on him by the local authority under section 94, requiring him 
to abate a nuisance of black smoke. e preliminary objection was 
ALSE— 4 taken to the pesestings that the notice omitted to state what works or 
& 57 things were necessary in order to abate the nuisance. The justices before 
whom the proceedings were taken thereupon dismissed summons. 
Section 94 provides: ‘‘ On the receipt of any ce ay gl ape g the 
— existence of a nuisance the local authority shall, if of the 
hide, ‘ existence of a nuisance, serve a notice on the person by whose act or 
a default or sufferance the nuisance arises or continues . . . requiring 
him to abate the same within a time to be specified in the notice, and to 
— execute such works and do such things as may be necessary for that 
— purpose. 
a of aan Coes yo a LAWRANCE, a.) eet the a They 
| gave were of opinion t! & was unnecessary for au ity their 
Ti notice to works to be done where the nuisance complained of was 
estion anuisance of black smoke. Counsz., F. Low. Soxicrrors, Meredith ¢ Co., 
The for Hubbard, Ramegate. 
jues- [Reported by C. G. Witsranam, Barrister-at-Law. ) 
worth 
re no 
. have 
that Bankruptcy Cases. 
Sa Re AN APPLICATION FOR THE ISSUE OF A BANKRUPTCY NOTICE. 
r the C.A. No. 1. 21st Jan. 
| Act, Banxrurtcy—Scotcn JupcmMent—Jvungispiction to Issuzs Bankruptcy 
son Vv Noricz iw Encuanp—Jvupcments Exrenston Act, 1868 (31 & 32 Vicr. c. 
ot to } 54), s. 3—Banxrurroy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 52), s. 4, suB- 
“ig = v sEcTION 1 (@). 
This was an appeal from Mr. Registrar Giffard. In this case applica- 
«de ) tion for an order to issue a bankruptcy notice was made. Mr. 
the sey sapepeatgee ss Beco dy order. an application was ; 
made ez parte, when the court, thinking t was an important one, 
. = ordered the other side to be served with . The facts of the case 
sted shortly are as follows: The applicant obtained a decreet or judgment in 
‘dard Scotland last year for upwards of £1,000 against the debtor, On the 11th 
isfied of December this was, under section 3 of the Judgments Extension Act, 
; had 1868 (31 & 32 Vict. c. 54), yy eyo in England. On the 14th of 
coiled December the ap; t lodged papers and applied under section 4, 
aoa sub-section 1 (g),of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, for the issue of a bank- 
“ ruptcy notice founded upon the Scotch decreet. The registrar refused 
to e the order, holding that Nee ne ees ee 
: Ex parte Johnston (41 W. RB. 34; 1893, 1 Q. B. 21). By section 3 of the 
vith- J ts Extension Act, 1868, it was that where a decreet has 
ne besa obtained in the Bootch “ Court of bs "tor the payment of eny 
, damages, or expenses, @ certificate of an extract thereof registered 
rhite | the Court of Common Fics at, Westminster shall have th eect of a 
; udgment £ court. on 4, -section ,o Bankru 
inion of bankruptcy if a 
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Act, 1883, provides that a debtor commits an act 
creditor has obtained ‘‘ final j 
him a bankru 
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Folkhard ; Hicks, Arnold, § Mosley. 
(Reported by E. G. Sc1rtuwe.t, Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re PALMER, Ex parte BRIMS. C.A. No. 1. 4th Jan. 


Banxrurtcy—Jvupomust Dest—Eaqurtaste Asstonment or Dent—Ricur 
to Issus Banxrurrcy Notice—Banxavrercy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. 
C. 7 8. ‘, svB-sgcTion 1 (¢)—Banxrurtcy Acr, 1890 (53 & 54 Vier. 
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ptember, 1892, issued a writ against Palmer & Rivas to recover 
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Currry, L.J., in concurring with the above, said: Sir Charles Palmer 
is undoubtedly a judgment debtor. Brims is the judgment creditor, and 
he has a perfect legal right to issue a bankruptcy notice and enforce his 
judgment. The legal document which has been referred to is at most, in 
my opinion, an equitable assignment of the judgment debt, and the 
po We. remains vested in Brims. Even assuming it to be a good equitable 
assignment then Brims would be a trustee, and I cannot say he does not 
come within section 4, sub-section 1 (g), of the Bankruptcy Act of 1883. 
I am content to rest my j=foment on this short statement. Section 1 of 
the Bankruptcy Act, 1890, does not cut down the rights of Brims under 
section 4, sub-section 1 (g), of the Act of 1883. There is nothing in the 
words in section 1 of the Act of 1890 to show that Brims, who has obtained 
judgment and who is trustee of it for another person, in any way has his 
righte under section 4, sub-eection | (7), of the Act cut down. 

Cotuns, L.J.—A . Appeal allowed.—Covunszi, Pickford, Q.C., 
and Macintosh; Marshall Hall and R. E. Moore. Souxscrrors, J. BE. ¢ H. 
Scott ; Baker, Folder, §& Upperton. 

{Reported by E. G. Srituwett, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re 8 North, J. 20th Jan. 


Sorictrorn—Costs IN RESPECT oF Bustnress Done wHILE UNCERTIFICATED— 
87 & 38 Vicr. c. 68, s. 12. 


A solicitor neglected to take out his certificate on the 15th of November, 
1896, and during the period before he again obtained a certificate (which 
he did in March, 1897) did work as a solicitor for the client. A common 
order for delivery of the bill was obtained by the client. On taxation the 
taxing-master allowed costs for the work done while the solicitor had no 
certificate, following Re Jones (L. R. 9 Eq. 63). This was an appeal from 
the taxing-master’s decision, and it was said that 37 & 38 Vict. c. 68, s. 12, 
differed from 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, s. 26. For the solicitor it was said that the 
statute only prevented the solicitor from suing, but did not destroy the 
debt, and that the submission’ of the client to pay what was due upon 
taxation was a waiver of the statute. Kemp v. Ward (70 L. T. 614) and 
Re Simmons (15 Q. B. D. 348) were cited in addition to the cases referred to 
by North, J. 

Nortn, J.—During a period between the 15th of November, 1896, and 
March, 1897, the solicitor was disqualified by not taking out a certificate. 
Ought charges in respect of this period to be struck out? Re Jones is 
relied upon, and the taxing-master said it was questionable if he could 
overrule the case. ‘‘I think it is for the court to overrule it and not for 
me, as it is an express decision upon the point.”” The question is, if that 
case has not been rendered inapplicable by the passing ofa statute in 
different language? And I think that the effect of the statute of 1876 is 
to make the conclusion of the taxing-master wrong, as Re Jones wasa 
decision under 6 & 7 Vict. c. 73, 8. 26. It was acase in which the client 
submitted to pay to the solicitor what was due to him. In another case, 
Re Hope (L. R. 7 Ch. 766), in which a plaintiff took successful proceedings, 
an attempt was made by the defendant, who was ordered to pay costs, to 
avoid payment upon the ground that — rt of the time the plaintiff's 
solicitor was not duly qualified. It was held, however, under the old law 
that he could recover. Then section 12 of the Act of 1874 was passed. In 
a@ case under that Act (Fowler v. Monmouthshire Railway and Canal Co., 4 
Q. B. D. 334), where a successful plaintiff recovered costs, the defendant 

ly objected to any costs being paid for the time during which 
the plaintiff's solicitor had no certificate. The summons asks for an order 
in the common form for a delivery of the bill. Whatever the client has 
to pay ought to be paid before papers are given up by the solicitor. 
Something is due to the solicitor for the time during which he acted 
while duly qualified, and the client Has submitted to pay what is due. 
the 12th section of the Act of 1874 I do not see how any costs 
whatever can berecevered for the period during which the solicitor was 
not qualified. The fact that before the Act such costs could be recovered 
from the opposite party, but that since the Act they could not, shews 
clearly that an alteration was made by the Act. It would be a curious 
state of the law if the solicitor could recover such costs from his client, 
but the client could not recover them from the opposite party. Re Hope 
(L. R. 7 Ch. 766) has not been overruled, but the difference made by the 
Act of 1876 is pointed out in Fowler v. Monmouthshire Railway and Canal 
Co. (4 Q. B. D. 334). During the time the solicitor was not qualified he 
was not a solicitor at all, and a submission to pay the amount due to him 
on taxation is not a submission to pay the amount due to him for work 
done as a solicitor during the time he was not qualified. The client 
claims his papers, the solicitor claims his costs, but the solicitor is only 
entitled to receive costs which hecan charge. I think that I must decide 
that the Act of 1874 differs from the former Act, and that the solicitor 
can recover nothing in respect of costs during his period of disqualifi- 
cation.—Counss., Rowden ; Napier. Soutcrrors, Greig § Co. 
[Reported by G. B. Hamiitow, Barrister-at-Law. } 
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J.J. Miller (says the Albany Law Journal) proposes to test the question in 
the courts of whether a railroad corporation is liable for damages by per- 
mitting a passenger to snore all night, and thus keep awake all the other 

The case grows out of the experience Miller had with Sheriff 
Bills, who, it is alleged, snored in such tones as to prevent all the other 
on the west-bound Santa Fe train from sleeping. Miller believes 

The rai ae are liable for damages in thus raspi 


the travelling public, and this test case, if he wins, will compel the companies 
to awaken snoring passengers, 
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THE LAND TRANSFER ACT, 1897. .. 


Rerort or THE Gengrat Purposes Committee or THE Lonpon County — 


Council. 
2lst January, 1898, 





a 


On the 30th of November a preliminary report was made to the Counci] — 


on the Land Transfer Act, 1897, and in accordance with the intimatiog 
contained therein, we are now in a position to report more fully on the 
subject. Before dealiag in detail with the Act of 1897, it may perhaps be 
well to refer to previous legislation in connection with the registration of 
titles to land—viz., (a) The Middlesex Registry Act (7 Anne, c. 20); (§) 
The Land Registry Act, 1862; (c) The Land Transfer Act, 1875. 

(a) The Middlesex Registry Act.| The register established under this Act 
is not a register of title, but a register of deeds and wills affecting land, 
It does not apply to the City of London or to Serjeants’ Inn, the Inns of 
Court, or the Inns of Chancery. With these exceptions, it applies to the 
whole administrative county of London north of the Tliames, which 
formerly formed part of the county of Middlesex. Under it prior regig 
tration by a purchaser or mortgagee for valuable consideration might 
, te a better title to the land than a person would have, claiming underg 

eed of earlier date if he had delayed to register his deed, or had not 
registered it at all. 

(4) The Land Registry Act, 1862.] This Act applied to England only. It 
provided for the registration of titles as indefeasible—that is, as good 
against the whole world ; and the examination of the title was therefore 
necessarily severe and carried back a long way (it is believed sixty years) 
before registration of a title under it as indefeasible could be obtained. 
Registration under this Act was put an end to by section 125 of the Act 
of 1875, and, under section 126 of that Act some titles registered under 


regi 
the Act of 1862 have been registered under the Act of 1875. The Act of 


1862 has ceased to have any operation except as to titles remaining 
registered under it and the dealings with the properties so registered. 

(c) The Land Transfer Act, 1875.—This Act applies to England and 
Wales. It enables titles to be registered as absolute, qualified, or 
possessory only. It applies to freehold and leasehold land, but not to 
copyhold land. First registration under this Act of a person as proprietor 
of freehold land with an absolute title vests in such person (section 7) the 
fee simple, subject (a) to any incumbrances entered on the register, and (6) 
subject, unless the contrary is expressed on the register, to such liabilities, 
rights, and interests as are by the Act declared not to be incumbran 
such as (section 18) succession and estate duty, tithes, land tax, rights of 
common way, water, and other easements and leases, and tenancies not 
exceeding 21 years where there is occupation under such tenancies, and 
rights to the mines and minerals, a? also subject, where the first 
proprietor is not entitled for his own benefit as between himself and 
persons claiming under him, to any unregistered estates, rights, interesta, 
or equities of such persons. First registration of a person as proprietor of 
freehold land, with a qualified title, has (section 9) the same effect as 
registration with an absolute title, except that it does not affect or 
prejudice the enforcement of any estate right or interest excepted on the 
tegister. This species of registration is made only where a person has 
— to be red with an absolute title, but the registrar considers 
that the title can only be established for a limited period or subject to 
reservations. This ap to rest entirely with the registrar, and it 
follows that a person who believes he has an absolute title, and applies to 
be registered accordingly, may, though in the ordinary way he might 
have no difficulty in selling under proper conditions as an absolute owner, 
have a slur cast on his title by being registered, without his consent, asa 
proprietor with a qualified title only. An —— cannct (section 6) be 

red as proprietor with an absolute title until his title is shewn to 
aud approved ~ 4 the registrar. First registration of a person as proprietor 
of freehold land, with a possessory title only, does not (section 8) affect or 
rejudice the enforcement of any estate right or interest adverse to or in 
erogation of the title of such proprietor, and subsisting or capable of 
arising at the time of registration, but, save as aforesaid (which practically 
amounts to subject to anyone else having a better title), has the same 
effect as registration with an absolute title. An applicant may be 
registered as proprietor, with a possessory title only, on giving (section 6) 
such evidence and serving such notices as may be prescribed. Under the 
present rules this seems to amount only to making a statutory declaration 
that he is entitled to the fee simple and producing his last document of 
title, ifany. It is manifest, therefore, that no one can safely purchase 
from a person whose title is registered only as possessory, without 
insisting on an investigation of the title to as full an extent as would be 
req' if he were not registered at all, at any rate until so long after 
the registration that by lapse of time the defect has been cured or modified. 
In the absence of conditions in a contract for sale and purchase of freehold 
land limiting the title to be shewn, a purchaser is entitled to a forty years’ 
title. Asarule, where the council is buying under compulsory powers, 
it declines to allow limitations on the title to be shewn to be inserted in 
the contract fixing the price, and a forty years’ title is generally asked for 
and yermay | obtained, though a shorter title has to be taken in séme 
cases where there is difficulty in obtaining a full forty years’ title, and it 
is considered that a shorter title may safely be taken. In purchases 
under the Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, a twenty years’ 
title, or even a shorter title commencing with a conveyance on sale, 
is required in the firet instance, because the Act so provides (pro 
with a view to economy) in this class of cases, and the earlier title 
called for only where the abstract of this short title discloses matters 
which appear to make this for saf 
title by the Conve 
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under compulsory powers shews no title to a purchaser renders it more 
imperative that it should be strict. It is chiefly because the investigation 
of title by the Uonveyancing Department is believed, outside the office, 
to be strictly and carefully conducted, that the Council is able, without de- 
preciating its property, to sell it without shewing any title. With to 
the registration of title to leasehold land, the provisions of the Act of 1875 are 
ofasimllar nature, having regard to the difference of tenure, to those 
with reepect to freehold land, except that a possessory title cannot be 
registered. Where the title is registered under the Act of 1875, registra- 
tion of deeds relating to it in the Middlesex Registry is now unnecessary. 
From a return presented to the House of Commons on the 3rd of 
September, 1895, and extending over the whole period the Acts had been 
in force down to the 3lst of December, 1894, it appears that—(a) Under 
the Act of 1862, out of the whole of England, 411 titles ly were 

tered, and of these fifteen were subsequently withdrawn from the 
register, and 237 transferred to the register under the Act of 1875, lea’ 
apparently 159 only of the original titles registered under the Act of 186: 
remaining -on the register under that Act. Of course the number of 
separate titles now appearing on that register may by sub-division have 
become much greater ; (4) under the Act of 1875, out of the whole of 
England and Wales, 299 titles only were registered. This of course does 
not include the titles originally registered under the Act of 1862, and 
transferred to the register under the Act of 1875. From the same return 
it appears that the number of deeds registered in the Middlesex “ey! 
during the three years 1892, 1893, 1894, ave’ 39,078 annually. It 
not possible to estimate what proportion of this number represented 
conveyances on sale, or in what proportion the conveyances on sale were 
divided between freehold and leasehold properties. 

The new Act of 1897.—Whereas under the Acts of 1862 and 1875 regis- 
tration of title was voluntary, under the new Act compulsory registration is 
now as an experiment to be tried in some one county or part of a county. 
The other main feature of the Act is that an insurance fund is to be 
established for paps persons who may suffer loss by reason of an 
error or omission the register not capable of rectification. Under 
section 20 of the Act of 1897 power is given to Her Majesty by Order in 
Council to declare, as respects any county or part of a county that, after a 
specified day, registration of title to land is to be compulsory on sale, and 
ge oy a person shall not under any conveyance on sale executed on or 
after the day specified acquire the legal estate in any freehold land in that 
county or part of a county unless or until he is as proprietor of 
the land. Six months before any order is made notice is to be given to 
the council of the county affected. A draft of the proposed order with 
the name of a place within, or conveniently near, the county where a 
district registry office will be established is to accompany the notice and 
to be published in the Gazette. If within three months after receipt of 
the draft the county council, at a meeting specially called for the purpose, 
at which two-thirds of the whole number of members shall be present, 
resolve, and communicate to the Privy Council their resolution, that in 
their opinion compulsory registration of title would not be desirable in 
their county, the order is not to be made. An order when made must 
within 30 days from its date, if Parliament be then sitting, or within 20 
days of the commencement of the next session if Parliament be not sitting, 
be laid on the table of both Houses of Parliament, and if, within 40 days 
of any order being so laid, an address in either House disapproving of 
such order be carried, such order is to be void. Any order is to be made 
with due regard to the utilization of any land registry existing in the 
county in which compulsory registration is to be applied, or in any 
adjoining county. Compulsion, however, is not to be extended by any 
farther Order in Council to any other county or part of a county for three 
years after the first order, and then only, in the case of each county, if 
the county council of that county, pursuant toa resolution passed at a 
meeting at which two-thirds of the whole number of members are present, 
signifies its desire that it shall be. As stated in the report to the Council 
on the 30th of November, the following notice and draft order have been 
received from the Privy Council Office— 

Privy Council Office, Whitehall, 19th November, 1897. 

Sir,—I am directed by the Lord President of the Council to give notice 
to the County Council of London, pursuant to section 20, sub-section (5), 
of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, that it is proposed to make an order 
ander that section applying part 3 of the Act to the county of London. 

A draft of the pro order is enclosed herewith, and it is intended 
that the existing Land Registry in Lincoln’s-inn-fields shall be the place 
where the registry shall be established, together with such other places as 
ete arts 5 proper, having regard to the convenience of the districts 
to be affected by the order. 

The Lord President will be glad to receive and consider any suggestions 
which may be made by the County Council as to the final form of the 
propoced order. 

A draft of proposed rules under the Act is in preparation; information 
on the subject can be obtained at the Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
and any s aye as to the rules which the County Council may desire 
to offer wiil be forwarded by the Lord President for the consideration of 
the Lord Chancellor and the other statutory authorities in relation to such 


Tules.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, (Signed) OC. L. Prst. 
The Clerk to the London County Council, Spring-gardens. 
Drart Orper. 
At the Court at 
the day o' . 


f , 18 
Present—The Queen’s Most Excellent . Majesty in Council. 

Pursuant to the twentieth section of the Land ‘Transfer Act, 
1897, Her Majesty, by and with the advice of Her Most Honourable 
Privy Semel is pleased to order and declare, and it is hereby 
ordered and declared as follows— 
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of London, and that 44 are against 





In favour of the Act being applied to 
London. 








(i) Vestries and District Boards. 


Vestry of Battersea. 
Ham ‘ 
9 Shoreditch 


” St. George, Hanover- 
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. St. George-in-the-East. 
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99 St. Pancras. 

Greenwich District Board. 

Limehouse District Board. 

St. Olave’s District Board. 
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The following have stated that have no desire to express an 
i on the subject : West London Extension Railway Co., Bridewell 
Hospital, Surveyors’ Institution, Vestry of St. Martin-in-the- 
Fields. Twoonly of the vestries and district boards which are in favour 
of the application of the Act to London have given reasons for their 
(1.) Com sale y ropistes tration, wil feguard, will mak 
° pulsory re on act as a { safeguard, w e 
more easy and economical the transfer of land Sad property, and will also 
lessen the possibility of forged mo es. 
(2.) Vast number of properties which would be affected, and the 
value, complexity, and importance of the interests involved. 
The following are shortly the chief reasons urged against the applica- 
tion of the Act to London : 
(a) By vestries and district boards — 
- Large number of properties which would be affected and the 
value, complexity, and importance of the interests involved. 
2. Compulsory registration would seriously add to the difficulty, 
, and delay of buying, selling, or mor ing property. 
. ewer whilst optional has met with but little favour, 
and has involved great expense and delay. 

4. If the Act should first be 2 sag to a part of London, and 
failure ensue, considerable confusion would arise from one part of 
the country being dealt with differently to the rest. 

(B) 4 Railway Companies— 

he railway a from whom replies have been received 

appear to be satisfied with the existing law, and to see no necessity 
for compulsory ion, ‘‘ which to railway companies using 
compulsory powers would be an inconvenience and trouble rather 
than oth .”’ The companies are of opinion that if the experi- 
ment of compulsory registration is to be tried it should be restricted 
to as small an area as ble. It is pointed out that the position 
of a railway company is somewhat exceptional, as the bulk of their 
property is bought to hold permanently. Additional expense is 
also given as a reason. 

(c) By Auctioneers’ Institute— 

1. Act should first be applied to a county in which the dealings 
with land are less vast. 

2. If applied to London at all, the Act should only apply to so 
much of one or other of the counties of Essex, Surrey, and Kent as 
lies within the county of London, so as to leave undisturbed the 


Middlesex Registry, 

(D) Building Societies’ Association— 

The great number of properties which would be affected and the 
immense value, complexity, and importance of the interests 
involved. 

In addition to this reason, the eight building and land societies 
from whom, as mentioned above, petitions and letters have been 
received, urge the follo 

1. The present system of land transfer by deed has worked well, 
and has many advantages over compulsory registration. 

2. The existing land registry has failed to attract, and has been 

a cause of delay and expense in transactions there registered. 

3. Compulsory resort to a Government office for carrying out 

private business transactions is undesirable. 

4. Attention is called to a Bill introduced into the House of 
Lords, by Lord Davey, last session and read a second time, which 
it is understood will be re-introduced next session, and from an 
-benefits which might arise therefrom London will be excluded if 
the Land Transfer Act is applied to that county. 

5. A qualified certificate, which would cover b:th serious and 
trivial defects of title, could not fail to depreciate the value of the 
property to which it referred, 

6. The Birkbeck Freehold Land Society and the British Land 
Co. (Limited) among other reasons point out that the vast number 
of transactions in the sale and purchase of property in the county 
of London could hardly fail to overwhelm the powers of a newly- 
started organization, and for that reason alone a smaller area for 
the initial trial should be selected. 

) — Commissioners — 

2: Delay. 2 

3. will practically be precluded from accepting a market- 
able, although not perfect, title without considerable risk of having 
the title registered with some detrimental qualification. 

4. Compulsory registration would probably impede the operation of 
many of the statutes administered by the Commissioners. 

5. Act should first be applied to a more restricted area, and one pre- 
senting fewer diffical than London. 

(v) Incorporated Law Society— 

1. Volume and importance of the conveyancing business in London. 

2. Uncertainty and error which would arise in that portion of 
Middlesex within the county of London owing to the existence of a 
dual system of registration—viz., registration of deeds and the 
compulsory registration of title. 

3. If compulsory registration is nag under clause 6 (¢) to leaseholds 
the result be that compulsory registration will apply to all 
—- with the leasehold title but not to dealings with the 
freehold, provided it remains unsold; and that if the system be 
not applied to leaseholds the reverse will happen. 

(a) Institute of Bankers— 

As registration is admittedly an experiment and one as to 
which there is considerable difference of opinion, the experiment 
should ‘not be made iu’to large an area as London. 





The draft order making registration of title to land compulsory on Me 
affects the county of London—i.e., the whole county. The draft ordg — 
states, however, that “‘ this order may be amended or added to or repealeg 
by Order in Council.’”’ In the letter from the Privy Council it is » 3 
that ‘‘the Lord President will be glad to receive and consider : 

gestions which may be made by the County Council as to the fing 
form of the proposed order.’’ The questions for the decision of thy 

uncil are therefore (1) whether the Gouncil should by resolution vet) 
the sation of the Act to London ; or (2) whether the Act should} 
applied to the county of London, and, if so, whether it should be appligg 
to the whole or only to part of the county. As the result of furtlgy 
communication with the Privy Council the following letter has begg 


received— 
Privy Council Office, Whitehall, 18th January, 1898, — 
Sir,—I am directed by the Lord President of the Council to acknog, 
ledge the receipt of your letter of the 17th inst., with reference to thy 
t of & proposed Urder in Council for applying Part III. of the Lang 
Transfer Act, 1897, to the county of London. In reply, I am to state fog 
the information of the London County Council that the form which th 
final Order in Council, for giving effect to the compulsory clauses of thy 
Land Transfer Act, 1897, will take, will no doubt be settled with 
regard to any suggestions which may be received from the County 
But the intention at present is that the Order shall be made to take effegt 
vely encteg to a division of the county into convenient ari 
not less than four in number. The first area comprising one-fourth o 
less of the county would be selected with a view to the utilization of the 
existing offices in Lincoln’s-inn-fields as the Land Registry of the district, 
This method Some the Order into effect will have the advantage 
not thro tely a very heavy burden on the registry, and will 
also afford such an opportunity as the County Council appear to desireof 
estimating the value of the work as it p , and of watching gen 
the progress of the Act. I am to add that any representations which 
experience of the Act might lead the County Council to make, would um. 
doubtedly receive careful consideration.—I am, Sir, your obedient} 
servant, OC. L. Pest. 
The Clerk of the London County Council, Spring-gardens, 8.W. 
Having regard to the above letter, we are not prepared to recomaeni 
the Council to veto the application of the Act to London, but in onder 
that members of the Council may have an opportunity of discussing the 
matter, we think that a date should be fixed for a special meeting ig 
accordance with section 20 (6) of the Act, and we therefore recommend= 
That the mee of the Council of the 15th February, 1898, bes 
meeting 8 y called for the of considering the questi 
of the application of the Land Transfer Act, 1897, to London. 
R. Metvitt Beacucrorr, Chairman, 


ee 


At the meeting of the Council held on Tuesday, the above recom 
mendation was adopted, and, on the motion of Mr. Organ, nee 
Mr. Radford, it was agreed that a copy of the report should be for 
to the Land Registry for observations, and that a copy of those obserts 
tions should be put on the agenda for the special meeting. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 
HASTINGS AND ST, LEONARDS’ LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETE 
Tue Lonp Cutsr Justice on Lecat Epvoarion, 

The Lord Chief Justice took the chair on the 21st inst. at the third annul 
dinner of this society. 

Loxp Russztt, in proposing the toast of the evening, glanced at @& 
subjects debated by the society, and incidentally remarked that he coald na 
see why in counties as well as in towns the quarter sessions should 
always have a trained legal president. His lordship proceeded as f 
It will be seen that these questions which you have discussed are 
and might afford opportunities for the play of sharp wit. But after all 
are within a very narrow area. One cannot forget what Edmund 
once said about the law, that there was no profession which had so great 
influenc? iu ing the wit of man, but none which had a 
tendency to narrow the intellect unless it was counterbalanced by some 
study. Therefore I would advise the society to widen the area of 
discussion. I suggest that the p: mode of doing so would be by jog 
papers upon, say, some branch of the law, or if you like upon the 4 
ment of the judiciary, or upon anything wider than a technical point. 4a! 
great community such as you have here, it might be worth 
whether the membership of persons other than those interested in the practise 
of the law ought not to be sought by the agsociation. There are people whoat 
inclined to say that these debating societies serve no useful purpose. In thi 
opinion I don’t at all agree. Ihe uses of such budies I conceive to bs that 
—that they create in the minds of ambitious youths a desire to take part = 
discussions, and with that view to set upon an inquiry in a field of inform 
tion which otherwise they might never have travelled. To my mind, 4 ; 
first use of a society like this is its so.ial use, its bringing together of youl 
men to rub off the sharp | of their peculiarities and prejudices, a 
ons among them 4 8 of opinion which is useful to each aag® 


e next use of a society is that it ts a desire of in f > 
Stes Set rank that which see often placed ersonsondl 
opinion 


as . On that subject a great deal of heterome 
prevails. do not at all underrate the imp rtance of 
direct, incisive Clearness above all things, with inciaiv 


and directness next, are qvalities which stand by any man ' 
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hes to use his e. But while I have know: hundreds of men | Oxford; Acheson Fitz Gerald Henderson, B.A, 3 Laecelles 
who could, with ity and — not to say glibness, say , 1 | Atkinson on, 3. the Hon. Anthony Morten , BA., 
pave never known a man who anything worth saying, who was in | Oxford; Harry » Oxford; Maurice Mills MA., 
command of adequate language to say it. Therefore the central idea that I | Oxford; Herbert Chur ee B.A., Dublin ; 
want to impress on young men in these societies is not to get up for the sake | North Symonds, B.A., Cambridge ; Anstruther Bullock Marsham 
Mf talking, but to keep their seats unless they have to say. | B.A., Oxford ; John Hall Barron, B.A., Oxford; Edward 

associations and others are but branches of our system of legal | Allen, ; 


jon, and I have never lost a legitimate opportunity of explaining m 
view that the state of legal education in this country, whether for what 
cilled the higher or what is called the lower branch of the pro- 
fession is not what it ought to be. I was asked by the present Master 
of the Rolls, one of the most admirable judges that ever adorned the 

ish Bench—to preside in 1895 at a meeting of the body charged 
jn connection with the Inns of Court with the legal education of 
stadents for the Bar. On that occasion, while giving credit to that body for 
their efforts, I said,as I say now, that our legal education is absolutely 
unworthy of the community and of our great profession. It isa strange 


ing that the faculty of the law, the profession of the law, is less esteemed | Advocate 


and holds in this country a leas exalted position than in any other country 
of Europe, and one much below that which it holds in the United States. 
[do not think that any new scheme of | education of this country will 
be successful until we have a great school of law, for which London would 
bean admirable centre; or a great faculty of law ina University 
for London which should be in some ts under the control of the Inns 
of Court. This is true as regards both branches of the profession. I don’t 
mean to say with reference to either that there are not adequate 
means of learning the ordinary hum-drum work respectably. That is 
learnt by solicitors as articled clerks practising in their employers’ offices. 
As far as young barristers are concerned it is learnt in the chambers of 
counsel. But I am looking for something broader, higher, wider than 
anything of that kind. I am looking for a state of thi that would 
ace in time what this country lacks—a professional class of la a 
y of jurisconsults, who would be looked up to by foreigners as meg py 
ourselves, as we look up to the great writers on law that belong to other 
lands—men who write not merely for their own day or for some } ene ad 
object, but for the sake of the science, and to elevate the views of who 
profess that science. Iam wre to see that a scheme for the establishment 
of a Teaching University for London is now being widely discussed. I = 
that both branches of our profession will help forward object, and will 
take their share in establishing in connection with it a faculty 
properly supported by the Inns of Court and by other public institutions, 
may fairly be expected to contribute to such a great national object. 
If the movement is carried out in the way I hope for, we shall have in 
London—the place of all places in the world best for such an institution—a 
wsiversity where not only the youth of this land, but the youth of all lands 
may learn the profession of the law. In the great Empire of which England 
forms so important a part twenty different systems of law are administered. 
In some places there is French law, with modifications; in others, Hindoo 
and Mohammedan law, with modifications ; in others, again, Dutch law; in some 
Spanish law, andin Scotland to this day Roman law to a large extent. 
lore, if ever there waa a country which required such a school of law as I 
have described, this country requires it. If ever there was a place affording an 
adequate site for such a school, surely London affords it. T feel strongly oa 
this subject for its own sake, and for the intrinsic needs and merits of the 
question. I confess also that from my standpoint asa member of the bar I take 
another and a strong view in relation to it. It is this—members of the bar 
to-day many privileges, they have exclusive audience in the ~ 
Dourt, they have pre-audience in other courts, and there are many posts for 
which a barrister of seven years’ standing is eligible, and for which no 
member of any other profession is eligible. A barrister of seven years’ 
sanding may be made almost anything short of an Archbishop. But 
this world is an inquiring world. This age is an inquiring age. Every 
institution and every privilege is rightly —— to the test of experience 
and utility, and I want to know how the Bar of England can main- 
tain these exclusive rights and privileges unless its members are able 
to show that they possess exclusive merits and exclusive attainments. 
Bat this is by the way. The observations I am addressing to you cover 
this iin. that the profession of the law is as high as any, that the proper 
istration of the law is perhaps the greatest and highest pomers 
interest in any community, and that it behoves all concerned in the law to 
do what they can to make its professors worthy of the great system they 
week to administer. 

The toast having been duly honoured, Mr. Cochran, in responding, said 
the society had more members than ever before. At the instance of Mr. J. 
F. J. Rawlinson, Q.C., the toast of the President’s health was drunk with 
great cordiality. : 





CALLS TO THE BAR, 


The following gentlemen were called to the Bar on Wednesday :— 
Lixcotn’s Inn.—Andrew Henry Withers, LL.B., London 0 i 
Gokal Chand Badhwar, B.A., LL.B., Christ’s Co ; 
Loosemore, Brasenose College, Oxford; Tribhovandas Manekchand 
B.A., Sidney Sussex College, Cambridge; Frederick Richard Finch, 
College, Oxford; Charles John Astbury, Brasenose Coll Oxford ; 
h Mahadewa Doye, Ahmed Hassen, Paul Peter Pillai, William 
Victor on, Walter Strachan, and Pandit Bishen Lal Kaul. 

PLE.—H Sulivan Hartnoll, Oxford; Godfrey Rath- 
bone Benson, M.A., Oxford; Theodore Byrom B.A., Cambridge ; 
Cyril Bouverie Luxmoore, B.A., Cam ; Nalina Kanta 

“Se acMahon Mahon, Chanba- 


Banerjec; Foster M Oxford ; 
Page Oxford; Robert Ste Vere O’Brien, B.A., .» Cam- 
; Hasan, Cambridge; ick Thomas Henry Henlé, B.A., 


F 





Cambridge; “Alfted P 





University. 

Gray’s Inn.— Kumar Mullick, Thomas Josiah (Dur- 
ham University), Ali > win Austin 
Sydney —— Nichols Goodman, B.A. (London University), and Ernest 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY IN 
THE YEAR 1897. 
Spzciau Paizes Orzw to Att CaNnprparszs. 

Scott Scholarship.— Nathan Richard Kahn , in the opinion 
of the Council, the acq P. 
and Practice of Law, they have awarded to him the sc 
by Mr. James Scott, of ‘s-inn-fields, Mr. Kahn his clerk- 
ship with Mr. William Moore Shirreff, of London, and obtained the 
of Honourable a Inn, the Daniel Reardon 


merit, 
argue 4 and the 
ion, attained honorary distinction, 
him the prize, consisting of a gold medal, founded 
Broderip, of Lincoln’s-inn. 
Locat Prizrs, 

Timpron Martin Prize vd Candidates Liverpool.—Percy James Taylor, 
from among the from having passed the best 
peters and attained h weESinetion, the Oouncil have 
awarded to him the prize, 


Timpron Martin, of Liverpool. . Tay 

Messrs. J. B. Wilson, Dean, & McMaster, of Liverpool, and obtained a 
First Class certificate and of the Incorporated Law Society at the 
Honours Examination in June, 1897. 

Atkinson Prize for Candidates Liverpool or Preston.—Percy James 
Taylor, from among the from Li ol or ving 
Past a mg te Ly’  dbhestenr oataieation, 
Practice of Con a 
Practice of Conveyancing, panel have aloo atesadod to hinn the 


‘aol, 
, consisting of a gold » founded by Mr. John Atkinson, of 
1 


Birmingham Law Society's Gold Medél.—'The examiners reported that there 
was no one qualified to take . 
Birmingham Law Society's Bronze Medal.—John William Cocks being first 


Law Srupants’ Desatinc Socusry.—Jan. 25—Chairman, Mr. Neville 
Tebbutt.—The for debate was: ‘That the law as laid down in 
Allen v. Flood (see of 
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r. Haseldine Jones opened in the ag eee The following members 

: Messrs. J. H. Bate, G. H. Daniell, Dr. Herbert-Smith, Dr. 

Archer White, Messrs. Archibald Hair, Arthur E. Clarke, A. W. Sells, 

and J. F. Walker. The motion was lost by the casting vote of the chair- 
man. 








NEW ORDERS, &c. 
TRANSFER OF ACTIONS. 
Onpers or Court. 
; Thuraday, the 20th day of January, 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 
Britain, do hereby order that the action mentioned in the schedule 
hereto shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 
SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice Romer (1897—U.—No. 632). 

In re The United Empire Trading Company Limited. 

Frederick William me v The United Empire Trading Company 
Limited. Hatssvry, C. 

Thureday, the 20th day of January, 1898. 
I, Hardinge Stanley, Earl of Halsbury, Lord High Chancellor of Great 

Britain, do hereby order that the actions mentioned in the schedule 

hereto shall be transferred to the Honourable Mr. Justice Wright. 

SCHEDULE. 
Mr. Justice North (1896—R.—No. 1,364). 

James William Richardson (on behalf of himself and all other the share- 
holders in the Defendant Company other than the Defendants) y Thomas 
Edward Brinsmead and Sons Limited, Thomas Edward Brinsmead, 
Edward George Stanley Brinsmead, Sidney Walter Brinsmead, Jacob 
— E—— H—— Lomax, Edwin Ballantyne, and Joseph Henry 


Mr. Justice North—(1897—J.—No. 2,162). 
In re International Fibre Chamois Company Limited. 
The American Fibre Chamois Company v ‘The International Fibre 
Chamois Company Limited. 
Mr. Justice Romer—(1898—B.—No. 135). 
In re British Cycle Manufacturing Oompany Limited. 
The Share and Debenture Discount Company Limited v The British Cycle 
Manufacturing Company Limited. Hatssvry, O. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Harry Mraz, solicitor, of 2, Old Serjeants’-inn, London, has been 
seg a Commissioner of the High Court of Judicature at Fort 
. in Bengal, to take affidavits, or solemn affirmations, or declar- 
ations in all suits, matters, and proceedings in the said court now pend- 
, or which may hereafter be pending therein, and also to take the 
ledgments under Act 31 of 1854 of the Governor-General of India 
in Council or any other law now in force of married women in respect of 
property in Ind 
Mr. Lewis Cowanp, barrister, Recorder of Folkestone, has been elected 
Treasurer of the Honourable Society of Gray’s-inn for the ensuing year, 
in succession to Mr. Mattinson, Q.C., whose term of office will expire on 
the 18th of April next. 


Mr. A. W. Truprext, solicitor (of the firm of Timbrell & Deighton), of 
44, King William-street, E.C., has been elected Chairman of the Law 
and City Courts Committee of the Corporation of London. 





CHANGES IN PARTNERSHIPS. 
D1ssoLvTions. 


Joszerx Parry-Jongs, Purtre Henry Mrinsnatt, Wririuram Werstey 
Woosnam, and Witi14M Sairn, solicitors (Minshall & Co ), 27, Chancery- 
lane, London. So far as regards the said Joseph Parry-Jones and Philip 
Henry Minshall, who retire from the said firm as from the 3lst day of 
December, 1897. The said practice will in future be carried on by the 
said William Weeley Woosnam and William Smith under the style of 
Woosnam & Smith. 

Joux Batu Attanson and Arruvg Groror Carrvuruers, solicitors 
(Turner, Allanson, & Carruthers), Carnarvon. Jan. 18. 

. [ Gazette, Jan. 21. 


GENERAL. 

The Master of the Rolls has been absent from Court during the last few 
days on account of a cold. He is expected back very shortly. 

The Lord Chancellor will dine with the members of the Hardwicke Society, 
on Monday, February 21, at the Westminster Palace Hotel, and not on 
February 17, as proviously announced. 

The memoris! service for the late Mr. Edgar Jenkins, of Doctors’ Commons, 
took place on Saturday afternoon at the church of All Saints’, Norfolk- 
square. There was a large congregation. 


statistical fact of the growing disinclination on the part of lawyerstg — 
bring up their sons to be counsel ‘‘ learned in the law.’’ Out of the 
entire number (64) there are only eleven whose parentage discloses any 
legal status or qualification. 


It is stated that the Leicester Town Council have this week decided, by 
the narrow majority of 27 to 24, and after a four hours’ debate, to raise ths 
salary of its Town Clerk from £1,000 to £1,250 a year. The Finangg 
Committee recommended that the addition should be made forthwith, but it 
was eventually decided to concede the advance by two instalments— £19 
at once, and the balance after five years’ service from date of appointment, 


Mr. Justice Darling met with an accident on Monday morning while 
riding to the Law Courts. While proceeding with Miss Darling al 
Millbank-street his Lordship’s horse shied at a van, and, rearing, toh 
backwards. The learned judge was thrown, and one of the wheels of the 
van passed over his left leg just below the knee, but did not break any bone, 
Though he has been progressing favourably, he has not sufficiently recovered 
from the accident to attend the Guildford Assizes, Mr. Justice Ridley going 
in his place. 

The members of the North-Eastern Circuit entertained Mr. Justice Ridley 
at a complimen’ dinner, on Wednesday, at the Hotel Métropole, in 
celebration of his elevation to the Bench, when a considerable number of 
past and present members of the circuit, besides several guests and some 
members of the Northern Circuit, assembled in honour of the occasion, 
Mr, Tindal Atkinson, Q.C., occupied the chair, and among those present 
were the Lord Chief Justice, the Speaker, Lord Justice Collins, Mr. Justicg 
Wright, and Mr, Justice Kennedy. 


Monday being the grand day of Hilary term, the treasurer of Gray’s Inn 
(Mr. Mattinson, Q.C.) and the masters of the bench of this society entertained 
at dinner the following guests, viz.: His Excellency the Japanese 
Minister, the Speaker of the House of Commons, the Home Secretary, Lord 
Macnaghten, Mr. Justice Bruce, Mr. Justice Ridley, Sir William Broad. 
bent, Bart., M.D., Sir Clements Markham, K.O.B., Sir Edward Clarke, 
Q.C., M.P., Sir Forrest Fulton; Q.C., His Honour Judge Addison, Mr. K. 
Muir Mackenzie, Q.C., C.B., Mr. Lawrence, M.P., Mr. Fildes, R.A., Mr, 
Edward Pollock, Mr. Dickinson, and Mr. H. Harrison. The masters of the 
bench present, in addition to the treasurer, were : Lord Watson, Lord Shand, 
Mr. Bowen Rowlands, Q.C., Mr. Rose, Judge Paterson, Mr. Mulligan, 
Q.C., Mr. Lewis Coward, Mr. Fleming, Q.C., Mr. Macaskie, Mr, C. A. 
Russell, Q.C., Mr. Montague Lush, Mr. Herbert Reed, Q.C., Mr. Terrell, 
Q.C., and Mr. Barnard, with the preacher, the Rev. J. H. Lupton, D.D, 
The Japanese Minister was ded: by the students with great cheering. 


Speaking at the annual meeting at Norwich, on Monday, of the Norfolk 
and Norwich Police-court Mission, Mr. Justice Grantham said that 0 one 
who had had anything to do with the administration of the criminal law 
knew that it was a great thing to be able to get at the offender at the incep- 
tion of his Prcectd | career, for then some good might be done, but with 
hardened criminals the greatest possible difficulty arose. With a person 
convicted once there was a chance of reformation, but when the convictions 
numbered five or six the idea of reclamation was almost hopeless, 
Therefore, the great thing was to stop the criminal on the threshold 
of his career, and this could not be better done than by the influence of a police. 
court mission. No doubt it was very difficult to induce people to give up 
criminal habits, but there was a greater chance of reclaiming young 
offenders than there was of reforming the old. There had been a great 
decrease in the last few years in the number of persons who were brought 
before the magistrates and her Majesty’s Judges. He could remember the 
time when barristers spoke of crime ‘epee, and when they went on 
circuit expecting plenty of briefs. This was not the case now, for the 
character of the lower classes seemed to have changed for the better, 
This improrement was, he believed, due to two things—the spread of 
education and the remedial efforts that were made by such institutions as 
police-court missions. 





WannineG To 1nTENDING Hovsr Purcuasers AND Lessees.—Before put 
chasing or renting a house, have the Sanitary Arrangements thoroughly 
Examined, Tested, and Reported Upon by an Expert from Messrs. Carter 
Bros., 65, Victoria-street, Westminster. Fee quoted on receipt of fall 
particulars, (Established 21 years.)—[Apvr. | 


COURT PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 


Rora or Registrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 





AppgaL Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
No. 2. Norra. SrTia.ive. 

31 Mer. Lavie Mr. Ward Mr. Carrington — 
Pugh Pemberton Jackson 
Lavie Ward 
Pugh Pemberton Jackson 
Lavie Ward 
Pugh Pemberton Jackson 

Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
KEKEWICH. Romes. ByRsk 
Mr. Rolt Mr. Beal Mr. Farmer 
Godfrey Leach King Ss 
Godtrey Teach King 
Rolt Beal Farmer 
Godfrey Leach King 
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Wednesday’s list of calls to the bar, says the Daily News, reveals the _ 
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THE PROPERTY MART. 
SALES OF ENSUING WEEK. 


Feb. 1.—Messrs Desennam, Tewsoy, Fanmen, & Batoozwarse, at the Mart, at 2 p.m., 
Freehold Shop Property in the Borough High-street, let on oy 's unexpired) 
at £300 per annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Hawks, Stokes, & don, Lonion. 
(See advertisement, this week, p. 5.) 

Feb. 3.—Mr. Erxest Owens, at the Mart, at 2 p.m , Freehold Ground-rents of £180 per 
annum, secured upon property in Harrow and Hampstead, ucing £1,000 per 
annum. Solicitors, Messrs. Preston, Stowe, & Preston, and Ernest Bevir, Esq., of 
London. Leasehold Ground-rents of £29 per annum, secured Ly property at 
Clapham and Ham » producing £2,500 pace Solicitor, C. G. Shaw, 
Esq., London, (See advertisements, this week, 4.) 

Feb. 3.— "Messrs, H. E. Foster & Caaxvieup, at the at 2 p.m. : 

REVERSIONS : 

To One-Fifth of £880 on Mortgage and Deposit; lady aged 72. Solicitor, H. 
Stanley-Jones, Esq., London. 

To £1,000 charged upon a Trust Estate; lady aged 51; net a gentleman 

aged 43 survive her. Solicitor, H. Stanley-Jones, Esq. .» Londoa. 

To One-Third of £20,000 secured upon a Trust Fund; PE a aged 60; and 
One-Third of £5,000 on decease of same gentleman, and lady aged 87. 
Solicitor, Chas. F. Appleton, Esq , London. 

To a Trust Fund amounting to £500; lady aged 75. Solicitors, Messrs. Harris 
& Harris, Sittingbourne. 

To a moiety of £2,500 Manchester Corporation Stock ; lady aged 52. Solicitor, 
Chas. Dunderdale, Esq., Manchester. 

SHARE IN POSSESSION : 
One-ninth of Freehold Premises in Birmingham ; let on lease at £610 per annum. 
Solicitors, Messrs. Jordan & Lavington, London. 
A BOX IN THE ROYAL ALBERT HALL: 
On oe Grand Tier (10 seats). Solicitors, Messrs. Barlow & Barlow, London. 
POLICI 

For £1,000, £1,000, £1,000, £500, £500, £400. Solicitors, Messrs. Strick, Belling- 

ham, & Hanson, Swansea. 
See adve rtisements, this week, back page.) 

Feb. 4.—Mr. R. Courtyry Kiva, at the Old Ship Hotel, Brighton, at 3 p.m., Three Free- 
hold Residences in Brighton and Worthing. Solicito tor, Hyde Bailey ’ King, Esq., 
Margate. (See advertisement, this week, p. 224.) 








WINDING UP NOTICES. 
London Gaszette.—Fatvay, Jan. 2), 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Luorsp m CHawozry. 
Are.eton, Frencu, & Scearrox, Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 17, directed 
to be heard on Wednesday, Feb 2 Halse & Co, 61, Cheapside, solors for petners. 
Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon of Feb 1 
Coravcatep Riu anv Ain Tyre Co, i—_ a mom. ‘oe on Tyne, and 
Wansbeck Cycle Works, Morpeth )—Credi eee or before March 4, to 
send in their names and 4 and the parti of their debts or claims, to 
Thomas Gillespie, 54, Westgate rd, Newcastle on Tyne 
Joxer (Yatcoo! Gotp Mixes, Linir2p—Creditors are required, 
send their names and addresses, and the — of their debts or yo Mr. 
Frank Cook, 1, Crosbiesq. Romer & H , Copthall chmbrs, solors to a 
Haysaxs Noatn Crascs Goup Mrsixe Co, pee we Se =m are 
before Feb 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of debts or or 
om. = Horace Herwin, 5, Moorgate st bldgs. Blachford & Co, 15, Walbrook, solors 
for liquidator 
Keats Brorsers, Liurrep—By an order made on Jan 12 it was ordered that the volun- 
tary winding up of Keats Brothers, Limited, be continued. Morten & Co, Newgate st, 
agents for Challinors & Shaw, Leek, solors for petner 
Natiowat CoMPANY FOR THE DistRIBuTION OF Evecraicity BY Seconpary GENERATORS, 
Liuitrp—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 18, 4 to be rd on Feb 2. 
Edward Betteley, 23, Surrey st, Victoria Embankment, solor gt ga Notice of 
ane must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


as 8 Henry, Lutrep—Creditors are required, on or before Jan 31, to send their 
names oe a ddresses, and particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest &. Probert, 75, 


Nortazny , eee Loan Co, Limirep, Newcastie-vron-TyNk AND yt ft 
are required, on or before Feb 18, to send their names and Cee oa 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Thomas Gillespie, 54, Westgate rd, Ni le on 


Tyne 
Papvocx Frrexpty Co-orzrative Trapinc Socrery, Luntep—Creditors are ren 
on ip Soiees March 5, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars their 
r claims, to Edwin Netherwood, Cloth Hall st, Huddersfield. Fisher, Hudders- 
—. eolor = Oye *? (x L ) 
amgs’s Hatt Co (Prymoutn), Liwrrep (1x Liquipatiox)—Creditors pop sne uired, on 
or before March 2, to send their names and addresses, and the particular of their debts 
or claims, to Henry Davey, Bedford chmbrs, 24, 24, Becford st, 4 Bond to Co, 
Plymouth, solors to liquidator 
Swansza Day Docks anp Exoixzertxse Co, Lonrep—Cred 
before Feb 15, to send their names and addresses, me the adie of Taint chte or or 
claims, to Herbert Joseph Goss, 59 and 60, Wind st, Swansea 
Wiuiam Carvery & Co, Limire>—Creditors are required, on or before Feb 28, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Ernest 
Crewdson, 7, Norfolk st, eachother’ Addleshaw Warburton & Co, Manchester, 


solors to the liquidator 
on or before March 31, 


Usrrep States Cueque Bayx, Linitep— ye oy are bd, 
tend their — and ee, an od Deeg . od debts or } eee, Oo 
91, 92, and 93, Palmerston i hopsgate st 
Abrahams & Co, 8, Ola Jewry, solors for liquidator 


John Edwin 
Victor Wainov Gotp Mimixe © ‘o, Limrrep —Creditors are requi 
to send their names and addresses, and Se: ies & hg ed peg 4 
ward William Fellgate, 63 and 64, New Broad st, Saunders, New Broad st, solor 


for liquidator 
FRIENDLY SOCIETY DISSOLVED. 
y gH Murvat Assistayce Society, G E R Coffee House, Wolsey st, Ipswich, 
an 1 
TareeRTon Secsesadia 8 Farenpiy Society, White Lion Inn, Theberton, Suffolk Jan 12 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Jan. 25. 
JOINT 8TOCK COMPANIBS. 
Liucrrep 1, Cuancert, 
Arruetox, Pg & Scrarros, Lonren—Petn for 
sd to bo. heird S Rowsliffes I Rawle, & Sekar “4 “aver ae 
are Rowcliffes, Rawle, row. - | 
,, Must reach the above-named not later than han 6 o'clock ; 
“Bapswortu” Sreamsutr Co, Torso — Creditors ae an ae 
—p-aa eB, - 4 ihe paroulars ot thot, dpb or class, 6 
Bixesneap Laxp axp ls Tareas. Sion & (Luarep)—Creditors are required, on 








their debts pak reo ie C»., Liver- 
eebts or dee ators ne : : 


same name, has taken over and is 
a Narorat Mivgrau ‘Warsr Co, mirep—Petn for winding up, presented Jan 12 
directed to be heard Feb2. Trower & Co, 5, New aq, Lincoln’s inn, solors for petner. 
Notice of app must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the after- 
noon 


Tar th Fine Feame Sywpicars, Liurrep—Creditors are required, on or 
eee ee 2 oe See axe, SrapicaTs, and addresses, and particulars of th 


Z 
F 


Loxvox Daarrry Stores, robe - for winding up on Jan 20, directed 
heard Feb 2. Warner & Co, 21, Great Winchester solors for the petnr. Notices 
of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of 


90 Mite Devetormest Syxpicats, Liatrep—Creditors are spestnt om ce before Feb 
28, to send their names and addresses; the particulars of their or claims, to 
Edward Joseph Townsend, 25, " 


Feb2. Richard 
d Feb 2. Richard White, 7) New iam, Str 


Weneunr Ausrratian Devetorpuest Corporation (Liurrep)—Petition 
presented Jan 20, directed to be heard Feb 2. H. H. Cooke, 
~ Notice of appearing must reach the above named not than 


6 oO 
afternoon of 
Wirriam Suarr & Sons, egy my are eee on or before March 8, to 
their names and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Peer eeecisr, 0, Deneekt’s bil, Bisaaiaokere 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES DISSOLVED. 
Sozsewen Paton + Oper Red Lion Inn, 9 ae ~# i 
RTLAND InDEPENDENT ODDFELLOWs, Temperance Ashing- 
ton, Northumberland. Jan 19 
be! ae Provivent Society, National School, Woodborough, Winscombe, Somerset 
an . 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
UNDER 22 & 23 VICI. CAP. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasttte.—Turspayr, Jan. 18. 
Barwasy, Faxny, Sale, Chester March 15 Slater & Co, Manchester 
Benwe.t, Hewey, College st, Solicitor Feb 24 Marchant & Co, College st 
Busu, Wisason, Plasycoed, Mon, Stone Merchant March 25 Bythway & Son, Ponty- 


a . ae Ponsonby ter, Millbank, Baker Feb 15 Grant & Co, Strand 


Cuatiex, Ricnarp Joxzs, Sutton, Surrey Feb19 Foyster & Co, Nottingham 
Crank, ALEXANDRINA Mama, Great Easton, nr Dunmow, Essex March 1 Fuoks & Co, 


eX, Bruntingthorpe, Leicester Feb 28 Watson & Son, Lutterworth 
Cony, Jutes, Noble st, Fancy Goods Importer March4 Phelps & Co, Aldermanbury 
CauicxsHank, Wittiam, Queen Victoria st Feb 15 Foy & Co, New Cross rd 

Dosss, Witt14m, Handsworth, Licensed Victualler Feb14 Shore & King, Birmingham 
Fatauvurst, Evizaseru, Birkenhead Feb 12 Newman & Kent, Liverpool 

Garpszr, Tuomas, Huyton, Lancs March1 Dixon & Syers, Liverpool 

Gronrcr, Jonn AtLey, Ross, Hereford Feb 28 Thorpe, Ross 

Gippiras, Ertex Marcarst, St Martin, Guernsey March 18 Bewley, Gravesend 
Grrason, Roszat Sauttceworrn, Angel’, Throgmorton st Feb 26 Gregson, Angel 


Hatt, = Lichfield Feb 28 Russell, Lichfield 

Hanznzis, Evten Henererra, Paris Feb14 Shoubridge & May, Lincoln's inn fields 
Hearn, Witt1am, Margate Feb12 Gibson, Margate 

Hew ett, Joux, Buildwas, Salop, Farmer’Feb 14 Thorn, Iron Bridge 

Hu, Aecwzs, Southport March 1 Hall & Co, Manchester 

Jervrenizs, Exiza, Bath Feb22 Stone & Co, Bath 

Jerson, Witt1aM, Malvern Saltash, Cornwall, Doctor March 12 Bullock & (>, Man- 


Lancrorp, Joux, Southminster, Eesex, Farmer Feb 28 Tolhurst & Co, Gravesend 
Lusuixctox, Sit Henry, Buntingford, Herts, Bart Feb 18 Blyth & Co, Gresham House 
Matrart, Cuantes, Rousselare, Belgiam Feb11 GS Warmington & Co, Budge row 
Marues, Evizaseru, Bootle, Lancs Feb17 Mather, Liverpool 

Martry, Farpenicx Samvuet, Stratford, Essex March 25 Hollams & Co, Mincing lane 
Maatix, Patrick, Middlesborough Feb 14 Thompson, Middlesborough 

Monoan, Janz, Pontypridd Feb 15 Dayies, Pontypridd 

Nexps, Fav, Oswestry, Salop, Iankeeper Feb 20 Martin, Nantwich 

Otiver, Feawx, Bowrd Feb28 Osborn ® Co, Lincola’s inn fields 

Pzansoy, Many Ayn, Nottingham Feb % & Williams, Nottingham 

Ramm, Wessay Exoar, Gray Thurrock, Essex, Licensed Victualler Feb 28 Williams, 
Ramsay, Tuomas, Urmston, nr Manchester, Theatrical Proprietor March1 Darbishire 


Rexsre, Dine Sxtima, Chester sq March 25 Lawrence & Co, New sq 

Riveaou, Jane, Pateley Bridge, York -Feb14 Furniss & Eastwood, Bradford 
Beeee-Dutm, Soe Ruaor, Richmond ‘Feb 24 Kendall & Co, Carey st, Lincola’s 
Boenrrengs, Sous, Quesntbany, Tock, Beatieaes keeper Jen 31 Richardson, Brad- 
Suitn, Janz, Dalston Feb15 Slater, Finsbury pavement 
Sruecutey, Mary, Peterborough Feb 15 “Wyman, Peterborough 





Vavouay, Pavia, Whitfield st, Tottenham Court rd Feb 15 Saxton & Morgan, 
Somerset st, Portman sq 
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‘aLann, Hairin, Bt Bees, Cumbeid 


Froazxcez, Norfolk Fob Paen och oe 
'ATERS, 

Sook ietendas fen, Merioneth Feb 26 Robbins & Co, Victoria 
Waiont, Hissier Lovisa Exizaveta Excom, Upper Holloway March 1 Fraser, 

















& Co, Whitehaven 
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Ep 

THUR a 

Jno, Mant, Greenhithe s 
Lake, Tomas oy 


4, Coburn rd, Bow rd Feb 28 a 
Tose Boyne Dart’ Feb 21 a 


WGE Yarmouth, Onspentor Feb 1 Burton & Son, Gt Yeu 


sq : Lanpes, ang * Beszepoen, Senesl Gesen Feb16 Kite, Q Victoria st 
Wrens, Fotass, Ripley, Dechy, Genera! Dealer March 22 De M Severne, Wisks- | FARmEy Yass Mynach, Glam, Surgeon | Feb 28 ton & Co, Aberdare 
worth Gast ee Py | Lowzs, Janz, . ‘eb 12 ee cms 
London a ’ | Mumusry, Evizasern, ag oy Febi2 EW & V Knock 
Agustroxa, » Goons, Masshbos a TNaele Re — le Sandwich Osnonve, James, Spalding, Lincoln ~ i 21 = ~ 4 honner, Spa 
Bexvox, Hawxan, Weare, Somersets Feb 23 Dunkerto: on, Bedford row | oo _ ae, 4 ‘Pathan Web ob Vee = Wet ; 
Buassips, Wittiax Srewaat, Bradf Draper Feb19 Freeman, Bradford wt ey Akg mtb Ly rae ow Bur had 
. u, Wallington, Surrey & Co, Gresham bldgs Ricwarpsoy, a Loxarorp, Whyteleafe, Surrey April? Simpson & 
Datpicorr, Auraep James, South Reensngton Feb 18 Walton, Coll hill, Gannon | decsn Wee ; 
| epee ong gen | am, South Lambeth rd rag Roberts, Kennington rd 
», Epwix, Birmingham, Brewer Feb 2 Blac & Taylor, | Sates, exist Atruoxse, Upper Berkeley st, Portman sq, Chef Feb 25 Sydney, 
Denson, Cuaates, Wandsworth Jan3l Martineau & re bldgs | 
| Suvrne, Faepenick, Ealing Feb28 Greene & Underhill, Bedford row 
Dassy, Dassr, ee ee Feb 14 Cmte, later & Co, Manchester Srannow, Naowt, are March 7 Hawes & Co, Go, Gt Winchester st 
owas, Slater Manchester” | ELE, THOMASINE LLAND, Whitby, Marc Domakin, Manchester 
Dowsixo, Jo Joux —, Chalk Farm rd, Licensed Victualler Feb 28 Jennings, gris, ie . Lincoln” ‘Mare 8 Suis, Sp Spalding Co, Batt 
et, i, ae Waite & Co, Boston | Siewagems, dawn, ieamans —— 
Gurvira, Many Onaruax, Kensington Feb 14 Griffith & Gardiner, Old Serjeants’ | T=W4!T#S, Ax» a 


Gorxaxz, Jonx, Carburton st, Gt Portland st Feb19 Venn & Woodcock, New inn, 


Rosert, Nailsworth, Glos March 25 Witchell & Sons, Stroud 
Hino, Winutan Manchester, Cycle Manufacturer March 7 Farrar & Co, Man- 


eueen Joux Appr, Huddersfield, Mechanical Engineer 


Hvasr, Huon, Bromley Marchi Willett & Latter, Bromley 


BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 
London Gazette.—Fruivay, Jan. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


aie, SS See Ss ee Grocer Chesterfield Pet 
an 1 
Bai, W Wit, Duffield, York, aes Kingston upon 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 1 

me... The Hon Cuan.es a J H, Coventry st, 
Piccadilly High Court ‘Pet Dec 10 Ord Jan 17 

Bocock, Susaxxa Hopson, + heey Grocer Lincoln 
Pet Jan19 Ord Jan19 

Buxx, Rosert Eowanrp, King Will 
vestor Court Pet 


ae FH, tenham Cheltenham Pet Dec 23 Ord 

fan 15 

Cocxcrorr, Tuomas, Halifax, Baker Halifax Pet Jan 17 
Ord Jan 17 


Cotuett, Taomas, Cuastonn, Mon, Farmer Newport, Mon 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 
mg, ARTHUR ae Wandsworth, Clerk Croydon 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan18 
Co: mos. Edwalton, Notts Not'ingham Pet Dee 31 


Davies, Davin, Gilfach, nr Bargoed, Glam, Quarryman 

Merthyr Tydfil Ret Jeo 15 Ord Jan 15 

Dersniver, Joux Sanpens, Totton, Southam , Cattle 
Southampton 


Pet Jan 17 Jan 117 
Dunsetzx, Harnny Bravs, i Im 
aay Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 18 
Dome, oe, Bootle, Lancs, Tailor Liverpool Pet Jan 
17 Jan 17 
Epwanrps, Hzexpert, Doncaster, Fish Dealer Sheffield 


Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
aay Joun James, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 19 Ord 


an 1 
—, <2 Joux Wiiitam, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 17 Ord 


Hatt, = Saver, and Jonx Sayrme Hatz, Great 
be mye] Shipsmiths Great Yarmouth Pet Jan 7 
fan 1 


Haxyerr, Joux Wii, vet Bridgford, Notts, Timber 
werent Nottin Jenttt  Ond don 17 
1A8 n Poet Dealer High Court 

ae -) 17 OrdJani7 ° 

Junxixsox, Coantzs Epwanp, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 
Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Jonzs, Davip Lewis, Lianelly, Architect Carmarthen 
So Jan 8 ty - tei 

Krronex, Wav Lancs, Fstate 
ert Pet 4 Ord Jan 17 _ 


Pet Nov ‘8 Ord Jan 19 
Auctioneer 


umberland, Draper Newcastle 





» Blyth, Ni 

"Pa Tenia c Ord Jan 18 
ney, Bolton Percy, Yorks, Joiner York Pet | 
fan 19 Jan 19 
Panger, Taouas, Bow, Devon, Baker Exeter Pet Jan15 | 


P Ord Jan 15 - = Cake | 
a ‘a Bristol, erathisie 
“Bristol Pet Jan 14, Ord Jan 19 
Porser, Cnisp, Nottingham, Farmer | 


wap Francis, Paddington High Court | 
Jan 18 


Penzance, Tobacconist Truro | 
Pet Jan 19 Ord Jan 19 


Lzsowrpar, Dave, Lente, 


Feb 28 Learoyd & Co, | 


Waicxrt, IZABETH 





Taavpevs, Harry Joxss, Kensington, Artist High Court 
Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 

Tuomson, WALTER, , Hunts, Builder Peterborough 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan 1 

va Henry, Reading Reading Pet Jan 17 Ord 

17 
Wom, Joux Carrcutow, Burton on Trent, China Dealer 
Burton on Trent PetJani17 Ord Jan 17 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Nov. 19 : 
Ixcram, Jonn O’Doxnxett, Woolwich Common rd, Lieut 
Greenwich Pet Oct 25 Ord Nov 16 
Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette ao Jan 18: 


Gormay, E.tex, Bedminster, , Licensed Victualler 


Bristol Pet Dec 30 Ord Per 13° 
ORDER RESCINDING RECEIVING ORDER. 
Otp1s, Taomas, 26, Miles st, Hammersmith, Clerk High 
Court Ord March 11,1891 Resc Jan 19 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Ayprrsox, Jonx New iayps, Wallin 8 , Car- 
mor’ Jon 'b0 ah 13-50" Rater’ com don 


ri 
Baurons, Hewny Silk Throwster Jan 31 
at 1 Huddersfield 


Huddersfield, 
Off Bee, 19, John William 
Buake mx, Hon Onan’ Wusus J H, bldge Ou st, Picca- 
ling; Financial 


Bore Rk. Epwakgp, 
Jan 28 at 11 ites Cone 

WE Manchester, Joiner Jan 28 at 3 Of Rec, 
Manchester 


Baker Feb 14 at11 Off 


: oot sar alent sae . Fem, Butcher 
Fite, Seta eee eae 


m 
Cockcrort, jOMAS, 


Dexsripez, Joux Saxpzgrs, Totton, Sou ton, Cattle 
— Feb 1 at 3.15 Off Rec, 172, Hig st, South- 


Dawvan, Gums Wim, Deal, Kent, Builder Feb 17 
at 9. Off nb | 

Dvtate, “Seas, Bast, Tae, lor Feb 2 at12 Off 

Coleford, Glos, 

ee 


Busts, Monaas La thy Malla 


. i A, Off Rec, tation ra, Glow 
RIEND, JOHN MgLpouaye tae, 

Belli a on CaP omy te 
— bie Joszpn, Handsworth, Farmer Jan 31 at 


Soputa, Co - ou~ Hatt Lockyer 
Goods Dealers Jan 28 at 3 


Heuier, Maruias, Boot Dealer Jan 28 at 12 
Bankruptey blags, st 

Hveues, Owen, Lianwrst, Grocer Jan 28 at 12 

J 


cue Eswins mbach, Aberdare, Glam J 
ow |OMAS 
~~ oe 06, High a, Merthyr ya lam Jan 
Leeds Feb 2 at 11 
mS , Leeds 


¥, Franc W: ’ Gt Grimsby Jan 2% at 11 Off 
Osborne st, Gt Grimsbe 


Ee Bolton Perey, York, Joiner Feb 2 at 11 


Stonegate, York 


Nicuours, Joux J. 
Clerk 


Insurance 
Jan 98 at 11.30 24, Po me grs By London 


a ogeen, Manchester, Commicsion Agent Man- | a 1 Bolted eh Doren. Bole Feb 3 at 10.30 Off 
Gege, Tucnas, Tesh, Rating house Keeper York Pet | ion Davi. 


Tarrersrie.p, Joseru, sen, Batley, Blanket Manuf: 
loukery fein (lie ee | 


Grocer 
2 Off Ree, 31, ies, Garmarthens,| 6 
_Rovenreor,¢ Seems Joux Furniture 
Dealer Jan #8 at2.30 2, Hereford 





Wasp, Witiiam Rosset, Great Yarmouth Feb19 Stokes & Stokes, Sag 3 8t ot dems 
von Ss Tsomas Brooxs Caarues, Scole, Norfolk March3 Freshfields Williams, 


WILu1aMs, mre ll Bazrt, Wandsworth Feb 21 eet & Co, Wandsworth 
Witiuss, Tomas, Pembrey, 


Carmarthen, Farmer 
Woopcock, Joszpn, Li Chemist Feb 28 Lait’ £ Liverpool 
Woopomay, ALbert a, Feb 25 Van Sandau & Co, King st 
ELAIDE, 


Browne, Carmarthen 


Heliers, Jersey Feb 8 Rankin & Miller, West 


Seay, Joun Ricuarp, Blackburn, Plumber Jan St at 

County Court House, Blackburn 

Sueruerp, Atrrep, Rhyl, Flints, Li any oe fl Jan 23 at 
12.30 chmbrs, Eastgate row, 


Shiney Eoioce Jan 


Sr. Srzruen: YNOR, 
28 


Furniture Dealer’s Manager 


Jan 28 at 2 Exchange Nicholas st, Burnley 
Wageeoes Wusien ot tant alanabe, Torquay, Baker 
8 at 10. Rec, 13, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Werracn = est Levi, Now ae 
Wiss, Ey, Salop. Ladies? 


Shrewsbury Outfitter 

Jan 28 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Care st 
Woop, —_ Cone Trent, Glass Dealer 
os "30 Midland Hot Hotel, Station st, Burton on 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Jan. 18: 


Moutiey, Wiii14m, Bardwell, Suffolk, Baker Jan 28 at 2 
Angel Hotel, 8t Edmunds ; 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Atusor, Wii11aMm, Chesterfield, Grocer Chesterfield Pet 
Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
fone. Car- 


eRson, Joun Newianps, W: 
penter Pet Jan 11 Jan 
Bett, Wii114m, Driffield, York, raed Kington welll 


Hull Pet Jani9 Ord Jan 1 
, Susanna Hoseos,.  . t Grocer Lineols 
Pet Jan - Ord Jan 19 
Couigtt, Ta wi Caerleon, Mon, Farmer Newport, Moa 
Pet Jan19 Ord Jan 19 
ae; ARTHUR meee, 0 Wandsworth, Clerk Croydan 
D. oe - Citta ae am. Quarryman 
Avis, Davin, 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Jan15 Ord } 
Davies, James, Hindley, nr Wigan, “Gtationer Wigan 
Pet Jani2 Ord Jan 19 


D paz, Jony Saxpens, Tot! uthomaten, Cattle 
\Galouman Southampton Pet tan. 17 Ord Jan 19 


Doursetsx, Harry Baavs, Stock 
bet Jan 18 Jan 18 
Sheffield 


Epwangps, Hzrseet, , Fish Dealer 
Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
es Joux James, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan19 Ont 


Gaunt, Jonny seen, Late, Joiner Leeds Pet Jan : 
pe, Ylington, Boot Dealer High Cout 


Ord Jan: 


Hew 
Pet a Ord Jan 17 
Hy Samuzt, Stratford, Essex, Licensed Victualle 
Court Pet Dec28 Ord Jan 17 
Kersiey, Caantes Heney, and Goons Kersiey, 
Woollen Manufacturers Leeds Pet Dee 


16 
Jan 14 


Jewxrxson, Caantes Epwanp, Sheffield, Grocer Sheffield 


Pet Jani7 Ord Jan 17 
, Usnely, Architect Carmarthe 





ee ee ea 


kK 


a 


j reclret of 4 lof Ke wai ee hehodglstslodcdetmlclcteloteh otto ent clutut fer Aw ee ay a oe eh 
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t 
, Walbrook 
on, Gt Yar. 


j 
dare 


nets 
ching, 


5 Sydney, 


Manchester 


St Helen’s 
Williams, 


then 


ler, West 


in Sat g 
Jan 28 at 
ineer Jan 
Feb 4a 
J 
oat 
ay Baker 
aker Fob 
. Mon 
' Outfitter 
ss Dealer 
Burton on 


l in the 

mn 2 at? 
field Pet 
rey, Care 
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‘bem Ep F Paddington High Court monger Feb 8 at 11.90 Off Rec, Queen st, Car- Yarmouth, Labourer @ at 
Pet Jan 16 418 Ord Jan 18 Tobacconist Truro PS ee - Me octamer at dant” Ot Ss Fatifax Pet Jan 17 
DDA, 
Bonet Tan 19. Ord Jan 19 Sak Than OF Hee: Conate maasbe Mareet pl, Stock: Oe Seat 
feanancxe, Nrocout Frepericx, Mitcheldean, Glos port Manchester, Draper Manchester Pet 
joucester PetDeci3 Ord Jan 17 Epwarps, Herpenr, — Range Feb 1 at aia 6rd San 
gus.pos, Josern, , Commission Agent Man- 2.30 Od Res, Figtzes in, Shelled Gaunox, Hardware Dealer Chester- 
semen Haney yt! oe Artist High Court gineer ned 70m Bie. John @ucmun, Weaan ia uaaty, Morya, a Neath, Glam 
Tuap ’ i . ur ’ 
Pet Jan 1} 7 Ord Jan if Pocmmnm, | veo nish Jahn ot, Sanderand Grocer Labourer Neath Pet Jan 20 
Twousox, Watrer, Ramey, Hunts, Builder Peterborough Feb 2 Gress, Wiii1au, Bedminster, Buteher's Assistant 
Pet Jan 18 Ord Jan Oaogr, Sony Wrutsam Leeds, Joiner FebSati2 Of Bristol Pet Jan 8 8 Ord Jan 30 
Wasru, W, C Cambs, Miller Peterborough Pet Ret, #2, Park ro Soren bam” Haw, Tames Ba Jous Savas Hat, Great Yar- 
Dec 30 | Ord Jan 17 Guewatt, a, Gt Grimsby, Seddler Feb 3 at 10.30 Mouth, "Ghigenlthe Great Yarmouth "Pet Jan 7 
Wenxtam, Henny, Reading Reading Pet Jan 17 Ord Of Rec, 15, Osborne st, Gt Grimaby Ord dea 8 
gail Feb? at 2.30 Of Rec, 85, st, Liverpool =e Pet Jan 22 Grd Jan 22 
London Gasetie.—Turspay, Jan. 25. 
RECEIVIN ER 3. 9 » Feb 1 at2 | Ha 3 > Sunderland 
G ORD: as Cuaates Epwanp, Sheffield, —— ae + pm 
Burry, Jasna, Lincoln Lincoln Pet Jan 20 Ord be Iikeston, Derbys, Butcher Derby 


Jan 22 
curanr, WE, Liverpool, Tailor | Pet Sept 25 
Ord Oct 1 


CarsP phn Rig neem, Seategham, Grocer Birming- 
ham PetJans Ord Jan 


Day, Janes "Kempston, Beds, Demme Bedford Ord Jan 
Ww an 2 

Gauuox, Huwny, Chesterfield, Hardware Dealer Chester- 
field Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan #1 

Gsruixc, Witt1am Heavy, Melincrythan, nr + ra Glam 
Labourer Neath 


Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 
Haavixe, Roser, 
Barn: 


Dorcas a Wray, Gt my em Labourer Gt 
outh Pet Ord Jan 


Parnstaple, Devon, Timber Merchant 
ie Pet Jan@2 Ord Jan 22 
Hartlepool, Stinies 
Hunznison, Rovert, Ilkeston, Derby, Butcher Derby Pet 
Jan 2i Ord Jan 21 
Hawesiey, Witu1am, Sheffield, Butcher Sheffield Pet 
ng td  Bkipton, York,  pamreaze Ww Brad- 
EORGE, or’ ion Weaver 
a >) Pet Jan 4 Otley Jan 
a Tomas - York, Coachbuilder Leeds 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 
Hottoway, Wit.1am, West te on Sea, Author Canter- 
Pet Dec 30 an 20 
Hovours, Tuomas, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield Pet Jan 
19 Ord Jan 19 
Jouxstox, Cuanves, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan 21 Ord 


an 2 
wom, Joan, Newport, Mon Newport, Mon Pet Jan 21 


Layostarr, Testis, Kingston upon Hull, 
— Kingston upon all Pet Jan 21 Ord 
Sevens Laws Natsay, Southampton pany Goods 
Dealer Hig! Court Bet Ja Jan 11 Ord Jam 
Masszy, e.. Praton, Wholesale Cabinet Maker 
Preston Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 
ge Jou» Rooxzs » Devons, General 
Jan20 Ord Jan 


Pasxen, ‘Avexaroen, Tibshalf nr Alfreton, Derby, Con- 
tractor 


a w Jan -- Ord Jan 21 
eepertT WILLIAM pee , Carmarthens 
iz, Pet o & 


Jan4 Ord Jan 19 


Rausuaw, Frepericx Cuanxes, 
sion t Court "Pet eemenery 19 
Reapixe, Hexzx, South Kilworth, ene 


Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 


Rovornam, ty my K Financial Agent High 


RogssLes, te << Havas, Stratford, Cork Merchant 
EDERICK Y, Sor 
‘Court Pet Deo 14 Ord Jan dain 
LFRED, jun, Dentist iagham 
Pet Yan2? Grd Jan 22 
Scorr, Francis, Holme Cultram, Cumbrid, Farmer Car- 
Pet Jan20 Ord Jan 20 
SaurrieworTeH, Bi jane, Cycle Agent High 


Court Pet Nov18 Ord Jan 
weer Leeds, Estate . ‘tame Leeds Pet Jan 


pom Tem, Teetegne, Tailor Tredegar Pet Jan 22 Ord 


Sreacuzy, Joun Womswett, Lower Walmer, Kent Can- 
terbury Pet Jané Ord Jan 20 
ae, | Wit.tam, Nelson, Lancs Burnley Pet Jan 20 


20 
Touxixs, Joux, Walton on Thames, Barge owner Kin 
ton, Surrey’ PetJan4 Ord Jan 9 
ee, in, Denmark hill High Court Pet Dec 30 
Truze, Ewan, Colef Gloucester, Butcher Newport, 
om= Badan tt Ord Jen tt n3 0 
ezeTer, Fraxcia, Barrow’ *, Farmer Notting- 
W ham By Jan dt On er ee 4 se 
ESTLEY, th "Hackney, Boot Manufacturer 
‘Court Pet Dec 23 Ord Jan 20 
Wairiau, Grocer, Doncaster, Furniture Broker Sheffield 
Pet Jan 20 Ord Jan 20 


Salford Pet Nov 17 
e MEETINGS. 
B' Cc A 9 
fon, xd ‘ ey on Be ns, ew: a 
Scarborough . 
oars, Witure, South Reddish, Lancs, Silk sree 
8 at 12 Off Rec, County chmbrs, Market pl, 


= Labourer Feb 3 at 11.30 Off 


J of Architect Feb 2 at 3.30 
rn Olt Reo, — jucet st, Carma 
, anra, Great Easton, Eesex, Butcher Feb 2 at 


Ay 
meee , Watrzr Joza, 8t Helens, 
Feb 3 at 10.30 Of Heo, 95 Victoria st, rl Legg 
lane, oe, Boe, York, Tnnkooper latil 
Lecxuaxy,A Febiati2 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Manve.., James, Bradford, Furniture Dealer Feb 3 at 11 


31, row, 
Massey, Joszrag, Cabinet Maker Feb 


lat2.20 Of 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Moonss, Tuouan, Warriogton, Grint Feb 11 at 10.45 
ad General Dealer 


ery Ye ee, 3 Bedford circus, Exeter 
Moxow, Waurtss, Beettost, Woollen Merchant Feb 2 at 
11.80 Off Ree, 31, Sl. Sener sow, 


Nasu, Nor: Joux, Waltham Cross, Licensed Victualler 
a S Off Reo, 95, Temple chmbrs, Temple 


Nari, Jans, Gillingham, Dorsets, Farmer Feb 1 at 12.30 
ay a, 
Pacman — » Beste, Butcher 
Feb 2 at 12 it Rees tn sq, Bedford 
Paty Seams Ws Sema, Hiclobel, Chace x Feb @ at 12 or 


t, Bristol 
Pre Agraur J Hunslet, Leeds Feb@ati2 Off 
Ree, Park row, Leos 


Pry re 3 Wituam, Nantgaredig, Carmartheps 
. ram, Ba Off Reo, 4, Come Carmarthen 

Reapire, , = 

master 


Leicester, 
Fob at 12:30 0 On ies, 1 Damtdge ane, 


"18 , O® ee, Boseawen wen st, Truro 
Surrs, Week, Dating Mouse Keeper Feb 8 ab 12.16 


TATTERSFIELD, sen, Batley, York, Blanket 
Manufacturer om a Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, 


Batley 
Tuappgvs, Harney Jonzs, mestigien, Artist [Feb 2 ati2 


Joux N 
Taouroon, doux, Beran, Nottingham, Commer Park ot, 


0 Of ie —- Travelling 
wen st, Truro 
FebSatil Off 


row, 
tet canrowe, 
Siegen, Baseman, Lincoln Lincoln Pet Jani9 Ord 


‘an 
Hexuy Morrow, Stretf L Manchester 
Pet Dec 4. Ord Dee 20 on Se 


fare HOMAS s Weoman Kidderminster, farmer Feb 2 | 
Talbot 





Leicester 
Ricuarps, Eowarnp Francis, Paddington Feb 2 at 2.30 
Ros Samvet Rovpa, Penzance, Tobacconist vesa | 





, 
Pet Jan %) Ord Jan 21 
Hast, Jouxs Hexay jeans, Maryicheee, Coachbuilder’: 
Salesman Court PetJan7 Ord Jan 20 
, York, Coachbuilder Leeds 
Jan 90 Ord Jan 20° 
Hueuss, Wakefield, Grocer Wakefield Pet Jan 


19 Ord Jan 
Jouystons, Cuanies, Leeds Leeds Pet Jan2i Ord Jan 


Jone, | pean, ovomn, Mon Newport, Mon Pet Jan @i 
‘an 
Kr , W. Joza, & i Estate 
TCHEN, — fosa, ft Ss Gri Janit Agent 
Laxastarr, Hear, Commercial 
Traveller Kingston upon Hall Pet Jan 21 Ord 


~_. 

Moorgate st bidgs High Court 
waren Onl a 1 Cabinet Maker 
BY, 

Preston Pet Jan 21 Ord Jan 21 
Marner, Wu eet, Cardiff 


Pet Jan 10 Ord Jan + ee 


Reapise, Hexzy, South Kilworth, Leicester, Schoolmaster 

Leicester PetJan20 OrdJan30 
Ricwarps, Carmarthen Pot Grocer 
Ronornam, Eo feonain Pinaseisl Agent h 
s Court” Pet Jan Ord Jan 2 ety 
|AVIGNY, AB Lion ct, Fleet High 
geo hk Rae 5 Ord Jan 20 - " 
Cambrid, Farmer Car- 


«lala Pot de aoe, 

pet ien Leeds Pet Jan 
ata tis ne Tredegar Pet Jan 92 Ord 
ne York, Mating house Keeper York Pet 
Sees tei Sg” anit Hh Ont Po 
Srorrana, Wiuttax, Nelo, Lane Burnley Pet Jan 20 


T "ioe Herons Janes, Bromley, Draper Croydon 
eS x. i Ne si 


as 18 onan Cal 
Pet Jan 90 Jan 20 ’ 
Witpor, 








as 
9d. and 1s. 6d. tins. 
offered as free test of merit by 












Market pi, 
Cauxpaii wane Dotasen Diets Glam, Iron- 


BREAKFAST AND SUPPER 


THERE IS NOTHING TO EQUAL 
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ig aco 
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‘OLD FORD, PLAISTOW, HAMMERSMITH, 
HERNE-HILL AND WIMBLEDON. 
By order of the pee A = — be — Todd, Esq.— 


Freebol 
R. J. HORATIO€ "HIBBARD has _re- 
ceived instructions to SELL by AUCTION, at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on WEDNESDAY and 
THURSDAY, FEB. 16 and 17, 1898, at TWO o'clock 
precisely each day, in suitable lots (as will be set forth 
in the iculars of sale), the following valuable 
INVESTMENTS : 
OLD FORD.—A Freehold Ground Rent, secured 
npon the valuab’e shop property, Nos: 285 to 
, Roman- , of perannum ... £23 
A Frechold Ground Rent, secured on two ‘dwell- 
ing houses, Nos. 93 and 95, Parnell-road of 
er annum 
PLAISTOW.—A Freehold Ground Rent, se- 
cured on Nos, 176, 178, 150, and y0. Plaistow- 
road, of per annum..... 
A Freehold Ground Rent, secured on Nos, 184 
and 183, Plaistow-road, of per annum... ., 
HAMMERSMITH.—Frechold Ground Rents, 
secured on Nos. 122, 124, 125, 128, 130, 132, and 
134, Blythe-road, amounting to per annum ... 
A valuable Freehold Ground Rent, secured upon 
the fully liceneed property known as the Old 
Parr’s Head, at corner of Blythe and Mas- 
Borough roads, producing per annum 
A a Ground Rent, secured upon five 
dwelling houses, Nos, 5 to 13, Masborough- 
road, producing per annum 
A Freehold Ground Rent, secured 01 four 
dwelling houses, Nos., 39 to 45, Masborough- 
road, prodacing per annum......... 
A Freehold Ground Rent, secured on two 
dwelling houses, Nos. 13 and 14, Springvale- 
pope - rear of Old Parr’s Head, producing 


ERNE - HIGL. —A Freehold Ground Rent, 
secured on Nos. 6 and 8, Hardess-strect, 
eee Loughborough Junction, 

ucing per annum 

WIMBLEDON. Surrey. — Freehold 
Rents secured on five residences, Nos. 1, 3, 5, 
7,and 12, Tabor-grove, producing per‘annum. 21 0 0 

producing a gross rent per annum ...£205 0 0 
eases and conditions, of sale may be obtained at 

the Mart, E.C.; of Chas. G. T. Lucas, Beq., Solicitor, 15, 
Clifford’s Inn, Fleet-street, E.C.; or of Mr. J. Horatio 
Hibbard, — and Surveyor, Estate Office, 17, 
B e, 8.E., Winchmore-hill, N., and 
17, Union-court, Old Broad- street, F.C. 

CHELSEA AND PIMLICO. 
By order of the Trustees of the late John Todd, Esq.— 
Valuable Leasehold Investments. 
R. J. HORATIO HIBBARD has been 
favoured with instructions to SELL by PUBLIC 

AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on 

WEDN ESDAY and THURSD AY, FEBRUARY 16 and 

17, 1898, at TWO o’clock precisely each day, in suitable 
lots (as ‘will be set forth in the particulars of sale), the 
‘0 
and Dwelling Houses : 
CHELSEA,—-Lawrence-street.—Five Dwelling 

Houses, being Nos. 18, 19, 20, 21, and 22, 

Lawrence-street, King’s-road, Held for about 

40 years unexpired, and producing et 
£150 15 
A Leasehold Rental, arising from’ premises ‘at 

rear of above, in ‘Upper Cheyne-road, of ad 

annum . 

Hasker-street. “Teasehoid Ground Rents, aris- 
ing from Nos. 19, 21, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 28, 29, 
30, 32, 33, 34, 35, 36, 38, 89, 40, 42, 43, 44, 45, 
46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 52, 64 and 56, Hasker-street. 
Held for about 47 years and producing per 
annum eo 

Two ge Houses, Nos 31 and i, Hasker- 
street. Held for about 47 years unexpired, 
and producing per annum .., .... 66 

Britten-street.—An Improved Rental, “arising 
from the Brewhouse Tap (formerly Builders’ 
Arms), 13, Britten-street, Term over seven 
years to ran. Producing per annam 

First-street.—A Leasehold Ground Rent upon 
No. 56, First-street. 47 years unexpired, at a 
peppercorn, producing per annum ...... 

Milner-street.—A valuable long Leasehold 
double-fronted Residence, Stanley House, 
containing eight bed rooms, three reception 
rooms, and domestic offices. Held for 46 

ired. Let on esd sc Noted 

per annum . 1 


Leasehold Ground Rents, “secured on Nos. 2, 4, 
and 6, Milner-street, producing per annum . 
Rawlings-street.— Leasehold Ground Rent, 
secured on No. 22, Rawlings-street, and 
prodacing per annum 
-atreet.—A Short Leasehold Investment, 
Nos. 22 to 82 (inclusive), Orford-street. Term 
2 to run. Together prothicing per 
270 


H 


Ground 





30 0 


163 15 


0 


hold Ground Rents, 
15, 17, 19, 31, and 34, 

47 years to run, 
per annum 


—A Valuable Leasehold 


No. 22, Whitehead’s-grove, 
with premises at rear, with ate from 


PIMLICO (hoc lee fon a: ten rN 
Eockestan 


Outuntematvesi —Lease! 
by Nos. ll, 
Term 
42 


cing per anni 
cleston-pl 

, being Nos. 27, 29, 30, 31, and 32, 

- ae years to run, and 
producing together per annum .....,..... segoones 130 0 0 
Tg ucing a gross rent of per anunumél,179 10 0 
conditions of sale may be obtained as 

at foot of previous advertisement, 


very valuable GROUN D RENTS, Profit Rentals, 
} 


FRINDSBURY, KENT. 
By order of the Trustees of the late Jno. Todd, Esay.— 
Within 2} miles of the city of Rochester, and about two 
miles from Strood and Higham-road Stations (8.E. Ry.). 


N R. J. HORATIO HIBBARD has re- 
! ceived instructions to SELL by AUCTION at the 
MART, Tokenhouse-yard, E.C., on THURSDAY, FEB- 
RU ARY 17, 1898, at TWO o ’clock precisely, the valuable 
and picturesque FREEHOLD ESTATE known as The 
Mount, Frindsbury, together with an entrance lodge, 
stabling, greenhouses, outbuildings, gardens, and 
orchard well-stocked with frait trees, the whole for many 
years in the occupation of the deceased owner, and having 
an area of about six acres. The residence occupies a 
commanding position upon an eminence, with extensive 
views, and cont ins: On the first floor—Two large best 
bed rooms, three other bed rooms, and servant's bed 
room, fitted bath room (h. and c.), and w.c. On the 
ground floor—Entranuce hall, large drawing room, dining 
room, morning room, kitchen scullery, w.c., outhouse, 
with oil engine pumping water for domestic use and 
driving dynamo to supply electric light to residence. 
Coach rouse and s‘abling, vinery, greenhouses, outbuil d- 
inga, entrance lodge containing four rooms, together 
with garden, paddock, and orchard, well- stocked with 
fruit trees. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained as 
at foot of previous advertisement, 


OXFORD-STREET. 
FREEHOLD bg nay RENT of £200 per ANNUM. 

To stees and Wealthy Investors.—Freehold Ground- 
rent of £200 per annum, arising out of a Corner Block of 
Shops and Flats, known as 14 and 15, Great Chapel-street, 
No, 16, Little Chapel-street, and Oxford-house, Little 
Chapel-street, the whole forming a substantial modern 
pile of buildings, producing a total rack-rental of £80) 
per annum, and forming a high-class investment, the 
rental being well and amply secured. 


ESSRS. DOUGLAS, YOUNG, & CO. 
yi will SELL the above by AUCTION, at the MART, 
E.C.,on WEDNESDAY, FEB. 9, 1898, at TWO o’clock 

recisely. 
" Partiesions and conditions of sale may be obtained at the 
MART, E.C. ; of Messra. RIDDELL, VAIZEY, & SMITG, 
Solicitors, 9, ’ John-street, Bedford row, W.C.: or of the 
Auctioneers, 51, Coleman-street, E.C., No. 213, Clapham- 
road, 8.W., and Iiford, E. 


BRIGHTON. 


R. R. COURTNEY KING has received 

instructions from the Executors of the late Mra. 

Dean Jones to SELL by go at the OLD SHIP 

HOTEL, BRIGHTON, on FRID FEB. 4, 1898, at 

THREE for FOUR o'clock, in t Ty TWO valuable 
FREEH OLD RESIDENCES, well built, known as 
Lot 1, Valestrand, 16, Alexandra-villas, Brighton. 

Lot 2. 21, Park- crescent, Srighten. 


R. R. COURTNEY KING in tei 
received instructions from the Owner to SELL b 
AUCTION, at the OLD SHIP HOTEL, on FRIDAY, 
FEB. 4, at THREE for FOUR o’clock, the FREEHOLD 
RESIDENCE, known as Gethylis, situated in Winchest er- 
road, Worthing. 
Particulars of Hyde Bailey King, Esq., Solicitor, Cecil- 
square, Margate; and of the Auctioneer, Corn Exchange, 
Shrewsbury. 











To Trustees and others.— Freehold Ground Rents» 
amounting to £1,282 13s, 8d. per annum, most amply 
secured upon an "Estate of 115 houses, and offering an 
investment of the highest character. 


N R. F. H. B. RIDDLE is instructed to 
4 SELL by AUCTION, at the MART, Tokenhouse 
Yard, E.0., on TUESDAY, MAROH 8, at TWO o’clock 
punctual ly,’ in One Lot. 

The above valuable FREEHOLD GROUND RENTS, 
abundantly secured on high-class property, situate close 
to Wandsworth-common Station, in the County of Surrey, 
and comprising 16 houses in Nightingale: lane, 11 houses 
in Bolingbroke-grove, 30 houses in Granard-road, 15 
houses in More la-road, 21 houses in Estcourt-road, 8 
houses in Thurleigh- road, 10 houses in Nightingale- park- 
crescent, and 4 houses in Blenkarne-road, the whole 
forming a compact estate, and presenting an investment 
of unexceptionab'e character not often to be obtained, with 
reversion to the rack rents of 1981. 

Particulars and conditions of sale may be had of Messrs. 
Lee and Pembertons, solicitors, 44, Lincoln’s-inn-fields ; 
at the Mart; and of the auctioneer, Mr. F. H. B. 
Riddle, 72, Park- street, Grosvenor-square, W. 





MAGNIFICENT WEST-END BUILDING SITE. 
()XFORD-STR -STREET, Harewood-place, and 
Hanov —To be SOLD, an exceedingly 
valuable PROPE RY, having a superficial area of about 
8,200 square feet, with three frontages, at present com- 
prising two shops in aay gt arog in Hare- 
uare, and ‘fe 


another i in Hanover-0q 
ualled site for the erection of a block 


i ith excellen' 
sides. Or —— Site would be le let = a ae 
LOFTS & W. 


Ay 130, M t- 
 % stvect, Berkeley-aquare, Ww. — =e 


ESSRS, H. GROGAN & CO., 101, , Park- 
street, Grosvenor-square, beg to call the attention of 
intending Purchasers to the many attractive West-End 
Houses which they have for Sale. Particulars on applica- 


CROYDON, 


By order of the Executors of the Will of the late Jobin 
Webster, Esq.—A semi-detached Freehold Resi 
a ee rden and stabling for two horses, k 
The Close Chateworth-road, a retired position 
— * as ten minutes’ walk from East Oro 
Station. The house contains ten bed, dressing, 
bath rooms, handsome drawing and dining rooms, 
full-sized billiard room, and ample domestic off 
and the lawn and garden occupy about a quarter of 
acre, with a Pee xy road frontage. 
To be SOLD by AUCTION by 

OSEPH STOWER, $ 

ey Atthe MART, Basan ard (near the Bank a 


lan d), 
On TUESDAY, FEB. ._= ‘at TWO Oeke 
With possession. 


Particulars of Messrs. 8. HUGHES & SONS, Soli 
33, Bedford-street, Covent-garden, W.C., and 
Auctioneer’s office, 43, Ohancery- “lane, Ww. ¢. 


By order of the Executors of the Will of John woul 
Esq., deceas’d. : 
WANDSWORTH COMMON.—Three Leasehold Ho 
Nos, 30, 32, and 36, Bucharest-road, Harlsfield-ro 
five satdnee from the Common and near Claph 
junction. Let to respectable tenants, and produe 
£83 per annum, and held for 91 years at £5 103. grow 
rent each. In three lots. 
BRIXTON-HILL.—A L hold Villa R 
No, 20, Crastor-road, Eim-park, containing eight r od 
and kitchen, wash- -house, &c, Garden at rear and 
entrance. Held for 78 years at £7 10s. ground. 
and let to a yearly tenant at £36 per annum, 
WALHAM-GREEN.—15 Houses, Nos. 1 to 29 (odd 
bers), Grove-avenue, situate near Fulham-road 
Walham-green Station. Producing from weekly teusnl 
£429 per annum, and held for 66 years at £5 grow 
rent each. a ne lot. 
be SOLD y AUCTION, by 
OSEPH. “STOWE 
At the MART, Tokenbonae yard (near the Bank 


England), E.( 

On TUESDAY, FEB. 15, 1898, at TWO o ’clock, in E 
Particulars of Messrs.'S. HUGHES & SONS, Solicit 
33, Bedford street, Covent-garden, W.C. ; and at 

Auctioneer’ 8 office, 43, il ras W.c, 


id. 





KILBURN. 
By order of the Trustee, 

Leading out of West-end- my ge and close to the H 
road and Kilburn and Maida Vale station. Le 
Investments for swall capitalists, situate in Abbey 
and Providence-place, acijoining the extensive d 
of the London General Omnibus Co. and the Gas 
and Coke Co., comprising a detached 
large garden, builder’s yard and tenement, and a t 

of nine dwelling houses, let to respectable 
tenants. is ‘ 
| roun 
iat Term, Rent. 

Pome. + —— 
1| Fern Cottage, Abbey- 

lane, with house and 207 yrs.| £11 

builder’s yard opposite } 

115 ist” 


Nos.1to7,Providence-place| 
| Nos. 8to9, ditto 
To be SOLD by AUCTION by 
OSEPH STOWER, 
Atthe MART, Tokenhouse-yard, City,on TUE 
February 15, 1898, ‘at TWO o ‘clock, in Room B, 
Particulars of sale of JOHN JOBSON, Esq., So 


£7, Lincoln’s- -inn-felds, W.C. ; at the Matt, E.C, ; 
the Auctioneer’s office, 43, Chancery-lane, W.O. 


Vi 





2 £ 
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HARROW and SOUTH HAMPSTEAD. 


Valuable Freehold pas a - Bans 0 
Trusteesand Others.—£180 bundantly 
. 10 modern houses 2 blocks of good-class 
dential flats, Ligeti Bt. Kilda’s terrace, Bt. cilda’ 
road, and Rosemont-mansions, ith g 
South Hampstead. Rack-rentals over £1 (000 per 


R. ERNEST OWERS will SELL 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on Tay : 
FEB. 3, at TW o’clock, the above valuable FE 
GROUND-RENTS. 
Particulars and conditions of sale of Messrs. 
Solicitors, 35, Lincoln’s-inn-fi 
Bevir, Esq., Solicitor, 1, Devereux-ch 
a we: "and of the Auctioneer, Finch 
N. W.) Station, and West Hampstead (i 
tation. 


. 





CLAPHAM and SOUTH HAMPSTEAD. | 
Valuable Long Leasehold Cooma cones, in Bix Lot 
exceptionall secured is 
known as Nos. 29 to 60 Antzim 
pr, -lane, South E 

Nos. 24, 26, 27, 29, and 31, Venn- street, Clapham. 
rentals over my head leases from the Ec 
Commissioners f er ong terms at low rents. 


R. ERNEST OWERS will SEI 
AUCTION, at the MART, E.C., on SHUI 


=. noukbanes 5 








tion. Surveys and Valuations attended to. 


pao Bien aed Bolicttor ovtniiaaes 1, Old Berean ae 

-& ye ” a, 

—_ < the A: nae Pinatley cond &N.W.) 
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